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HYSTERIA, PLAIN AND SIMPLE 


HE : paramount issue of the A. F. of L. con- 
vention in Tampa was the Committee for 
Industrial Organization. The Executive Council 
had suspended ten unions for supporting the C. I. 
O. The suspension was without constitutional 
authority. The question was asked: will the con- 
vention legalize that action? If the convention 
sustains the suspension, the next step must be ex- 
pulsion. If the conduct of those Internationals is 
so treasonable to the Federation that they must 
be arbitrarily denied their most vital right—rep- 
resentation in the convention—revocation of their 
charters must be the next logical step. For the 
same reason that the ten Internationals were sus- 
pended, and, must be expelled, all other Inter- 
nationals, which are cooperating with the C. I. O., 
must likewise be expelled—or at least suspended. 
Assuming, further, that the ten Internationals 
were properly and legally deprived of their right 
of representation in the A. F. of L.’s supreme 
body—the convention, they should, logically, be 
barred from the subordinate A. F. of L. bodies, 
the state federations and the city central organiza- 
tions. On the other hand, if there is no basis for 
the expulsion of the ten Internationals by the con- 
vention, there could be no basis for their suspen- 
sion, the cause being identical in both cases. If the 
convention refused to expel, it could not, without 
doing violence to reason and common sense, ap- 
prove the suspension. Logically, then, the conven- 
tion could have taken either one course or the 
other. Paradoxically, it took both. It upheld the 
suspension, but revoked no charters, though there 
were sufficient votes to do so. It keeps the ten 
Internationals suspended, but allows their fellow 
“culprits” in the C. I. O, to enjoy all the rights 
denied the ten. It allows the disfranchized or- 
ganizations representation, on all other bodies. 
The Internationals, which may not come to Fed- 
eration conventions, are allowed to speak and 
act for the Federation in and through the local 
bodies. For these contradictions there can be but 
one explanation—hysteria. 


Industrial unionism is popular with the work- 
ers. That has made the C. I. O. popular. The 
success of the C. I. O. has thrown the leading 
group of craft unionists into a panic. They be- 





came desperate and hysterical. Hence the suicidal 
act of suspension. Fear caused hysteria, and 
hysteria caused more fear. The Federation con- 
vention was a disappointment both to those who 
were determined to get their ‘‘pound of flesh”, and 
to those who were seeking a way to peace, It is 
exceedingly painful to state that the schism in 
the trade union movement is much wider and 
deeper now than it was before the convention. As 
things stand at present the breach can be healed 
only by a miracle. 


THE JEWISH ISSUE 
IN THE LABOR MOVEMENT 
wey were the Jewish workers singled out for 
attack by the Resolutions Committee of the 
Federation Convention, in the unfortunate fight 
with the Committee for Industrial Organization? 
What justification was there for the attempt to 
raise the Jewish issue in a labor movement quar- 
rel? What good purpose could it serve ? The Inter- 
national Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union and 
the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of America, 
which, with about a dozen others, compose the 
C. I. O., have workers of many nationalities. The 
Americans, Italians, Poles, Czechs, Russians, 
Lithuanians are no less involved than the Jewish 
workers, 

The American Federation of Labor accepted 
from the Amalgamated a one hundred thousand 
dollar check for the striking steel workers in 1919, 
though the Amalgamated was being fought at that 
time by the A. F. of L. as an outlaw union. If any- 
thing, the Amalgamated was more “Jewish” then 
than it is now. And so was the I. L. G. W. U., 
which contributed a very large sum of money for 
that steel strike. Those unions were not “Jewish” 
then, but they became “Jewish”, and therefore, a 
target for attack, when they took their stand with 
the C. I. O. against their suspension by the Execu- 
tive Council. On the same basis the other eight 
suspended Internationals, including the largest and 
most militant one, the United ‘Mine Workers of 
America, must also be ‘“‘Jewish’’, though there is 
probably not a single Jewish worker in the coal 
mining industry. And the United Mine Workers 
are the backbone of the C. I. O. movement! 





There is no situation, however sad, without its © 
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humor. In the present case it is 
the International Fur Workers’ 
Union. The New York branch 
of this union is under communist 
leadership, and the New York 
organization is, in fact, the back- 
bone of this International. How- 
ever, this Fur Workers’ Interna- 
tional is not in the C.I.O. and at 
last month’s convention its dele- 
gate, or delegates, voted for the 
Resolutions Committee’s report, 
which approved the suspension 
of the ten C. I. O. Internation- 
als. We have seen no report 
showing that the Fur Workers’ 
representative protested against 
the attack on the Jewish work- 
ers, although by the same token 
by which the Amalgamated and 
the I. L. G. W. U. may be iden- 
tified as “Jewish’’—the fact that 
there -are Jews among their 
members, the fur workers’ or- 
ganization may also be classed 
as ‘“‘Jewish.” 


It is true that after some dis- 
cussion by the delegates the 
Resolutions Committee  with- 
drew the obnoxious paragraph. 
But on the principle of “slander, 
slander, something is bound to 
stick,” the purpose was achieved, 
even though the objectionable 
paragraph will not appear in the 
official records. 


President Green has made a 
fine record for himself by his 
vigorous fight against fascism 
and Nazism and against the per- 
secution of Jews. It is most re- 
gretable that under his chair- 
manship at the A. F. of L. Con- 
vention an attack should be made 
on the Jewish workers. The 
bringing in of a Jewish issue in 
any labor movement would be 
playing with fire; it is particu- 
larly dangerous in this country, 
where the labor movement is 
composed of workers from many 
nationalities. Frankly, we cannot 
recall that the Jewish issue was 
ever raised at an A. F. of L. 
Convention before; we hope it 
will never be raised again. 
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THE NAZI JEW-BAITING CRUSADE 
N4ZIDOM's crusade against world Jewry pro- 

ceeds unabated. Its poison slowly penetrates 
countries that hitherto were but slightly affected 
by the anti-Semitic virus. Even in Czecho-Slova- 
kia, whose government is genuinely friendly to 
Jews, the “Aryans” are endeavoring to introduce 
“racial” principles into the Prague film industry. 
And Holland has been flooded with a Teutonic 
pamphlet blacklisting Jewish contributors to jur- 
idical and political sciences. (So widespeard be- 
came this menace to free inquiry among Dutch 
students, that sixty-six outstanding University 
teachers found it necessary to publicly protest the 
wholesale dissemination of Nazi-biased propagan- 
da.) In Spain, General Franco—carrying further 
afield the Nazi program—recently issued secret 
orders to local fascist authorities commanding that 
Jews be not allowed to occupy any public office. 
And Germany’s fascist ally, Austria, received in- 
struction in a novel way of discriminating against 
its Jews. While its newly-formed army drafts for 
cannon-fodder only 3% of the general population, 
it conscripts 23% of Austrian-Jewish citizens. 
Nazi ideology is also making inroads in Mussolini- 
land—the country of Hitler’s newest ally—where 
Roberto Farinacci (member of the Fascist Grand 
Council) loudly denounced world Jewry as “an 
international danger” and as “the controlling 
power of Bolshevik Russia.” 

These Nazi onslaughts have all but knocked the 
pins from under certain types of weak-kneed Jews. 
Budapest, for instance, reports an unprecedented 
rise in the number of Hungarian Jewish citizens 
converted to Roman Catholicism. And after the 
Farinacci attack, cowed Jews of Milan pusillanim- 
ously protested that Italian Jewry was merely a 
religious group. But, in the main, Jewish morale 
has not broken down even in fascist-ridden coun- 
tries. Felici di Ravenna, President of the Jewish 
Communities in Italy, bravely asserted the right of 
Italian Jews to oppose “the resurgent plague of 
anti-Semitism” and to participate in Zionist ac- 
tivities. And in Hitler’s Reich, German Jewry 
refuses to stay crushed. To all appearances, the 
Nazi Jew-baiting crusade promises to be far-flung. 
How will Jews meet the steady blows of Nazi- 
inspired anti-Semitism? It is safe to prognosti- 
cate that, as in the past, the Jewish response will 
be complicated by a prolonged internal conflict be- 
tween the centrifugal and centripetal forces of 
assimilation and of self-assertion. The weaker 
(usually the wealthier brethren) may find it more 
desirable to deny their Jewishness. However, as 
in former centuries, the preponderating majority 
will refuse to submit to degradation and self-an- 
nihilation. The Jewish masses will prefer to re- 
tain their human dignity and maintain their faith 
in a Jewish future. 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


THE ROYAL COMMISSION INQUIRES 


(THE Royal Commission, the “highest form of 


inquiry known in the British Empire”’ is in- 
vestigating conditions in Palestine. The Commis- 
sion is not concerned merely with allocating res- 
ponsibility:for the recent riots; it has the more 
fundamental task of probing into all the problems 
involved in the just administration of the Palestine 
mandate. It is unfortunate that this effort to ex- 
amine the various conflicting issues at stake should 
be hampered by the Arab refusal to cooperate. 
Jews would be the first to welcome a public pre- 
sentation of the Arab case before the Commis- 
sioners. However, even though Arab spokesmen 
will probably not appear in person at the sessions, 
there is good reason to believe that the Arab boy- 
cott of the Commission will be an elastic one. 
There is considerable dissatisfaction in Arab cir- 
cles with the non-participation decision of the 
Arab Higher Committee. Falastin, an influential 
Arab journal, has been sharp in its criticism, char- 
acterizing the determination to boycott the Royal 
Commission as a “hasty action.” According to 
recent dispatches, a special Arab office, said to 
be under the direction of the Grand Mufti him- 
self, is engaged in preparing material for submis- 
sion to the court of inquiry. Under the circum- 
stances, it is to be assumed that the Arab plaint 
will go neither unvoiced, nor unheard. It would 
be better, however, if the Arabs made their claims 
and charges in open court as the Jews are doing. 

It is still too early to speculate on the findings 
of the Commission. Lord Peel and his associates 
are at present engaged in gathering evidence, and 
we assume that the ultimate findings will spring 
from an objective and dispassionate study of the 
facts. But part of the testimony already heard, 
is worth noting. Some of the information is par- 
ticularly important because it was given by mem- 
bers of the British administration in Palestine, a 
body never accused of undue tenderness for the 
Jewish population in the country. The director of 
immigration testified that he did not know of a 
single case in which the recipient of an immigra- 
tion certificate had become a public charge. He 
also indicated that the immigration schedules 
granted were less than the absorptive capacity of 
the country permitted—a constant Jewish conten- 
tion which it was interesting to hear confirmed by 
so high and “impartial” an authority. 

Equally significant are the testimony of govern- 
ment witnesses in regard to the land resources of 
Palestine. Every one knows that the mythical 
“dispossessed” Arab has been one of the bitterest 
sources of controversy, as well as the chief means 
of developing pro-Arab sympathy among ill-in- 
formed lovers of mankind. The Shaw Commis- 
sion, the investigating body which came to Pales- 
tine after the 1929 riots, stated officially that no 
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more Jews could be settled in Palestine without 
displacing Arabs. The incalculable, though tem- 
porary, damage to Zionism wrought by this con- 
clusion is familiar to all. The findings of the 
Shaw Commission have been disproven time and 
again, nevertheless, it was gratifying to hear a 
British official admit six years later, before a 
second Commission of inquiry, that experience 
had contradicted the Shaw Commission’s major 
conclusion. After hearing the various govern- 
ment land experts, Lord Peel made the inevit- 
able deduction that “although a large area has 
been purchased since 1920 by Jews, very few 
Arabs had been displaced thereby.” The detailed 
statistics presented before the Commission should 
lay forever the ghosts of the “landless’’ Arab, the 
Shaw report, and similar phantasies. 


Less pleasant was the testimony of the Director 
of Education. Under persistent questioning, he 
admitted that the government had done nothing 
to promote understanding between Jews and 
Arabs. Members of the Commission were sur- 
prised to learn that Hebrew, one of the three 
oficial languages of the country, was not taught 
in the government-maintained Arab schools, al- 
though Arabic is taught in Jewish schools, main- 
tained by Jews. The astonishment of the Royal 
Commission showed that its members were well 
aware of the responsibility of the government for 
the existence of peaceable relations between Arab 
and Jew. 


We cannot foretell what course the testimony 
given at further sessions will take. So far, how- 
ever, simply on the merits of the case as presented 
not be Jews but by the government, we have rea- 
son to feel encouraged. 


IRAQ ON THE WARPATH 


THE SEASON of Arab threats is not over. 

Now the Royal Commission is being given 
due notice of grave events to come. Should the 
findings of this body not meet with Arab ‘approval, 
concerted action will be taken by Arab military 
chieftans. Such, according to Falastin, is the de- 
cision of a conference of Arab leaders held at 
Bagdad. Since the chief luminary of the gather- 
ing was the former Iraq army officer who acted 
as “commander-in-chief” of the Arab terrorists in 
Palestine, the nature of the proposed “concerted 
action” may be inferred. There are also reports 
of a new organization in Iraq calling itself the 
“Black Hand,” whose honorable objective is to 
incite anti-Jewish feeling. Though the “Black 
Hand” has distributed leaflets calling upon Mos- 
lems to murder Jews, the Iraq government has as 
yet taken no steps to suppress the band. 


How seriously these fulminations are to be 
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viewed, remains to be seen. The call for a “holy 
war’ against the Jews, and incidentally the British 
Empire, is not likely to engage any appreciable 
support in Arab countries. Nevertheless, we 
know from recent experience how much. damage 
even isolated bands of terrorists can wreak. 
Though their eventual defeat is a foregone con- 
clusion, the immediate result is a guerilla warfare 
which disrupts all normal activity. It is the duty 
of the Royal Commission, for the sake of the 
Arabs as well the Jews, to make clear that no 
further military excursions will be tolerated. Had 
the British Government shown itself less vacillat- 
ing at the outset of the disturbances, the attacks 
would not have lasted six months. The ultra-ro- 
mantic “nationalists” among the Arabs, must be 
made to realize without further temporizing, that 
renewed violence will wring no concessions from 
Great Britian. Had the government shown in the 
first week of the riots, firmness it displayed in the 
last, much bloodshed and misery, Arab as well as 
Jewish, would have been avoided. Illusions un- 
less punctured at the start, feed on themselves and 
grow monstrous. The Royal Commission should 
help free the Arab warriors now champing in 
Iraq from some of their sanguinary dreams, 


THE IMMIGRATION SCHEDULE 


THE British Government’s great grant of 1800 

immigration certificates for the six-month 
period ending April 1, 1937, is admittedly less 
than the immigration schedules of the past two 
years. Nevertheless it would be ungracious, as well 
as insincere, to voice-only disappointment. There is 
cause for “expressing satisfaction” as well as 
“viewing with alarm.” The fact that any schedule, 
whatever, irrespective of size, was issued, is grat- 
ifying. The present grant of certificates puts to 
rest the ugly rumors, current for the past few 
months, that Jewish immigration into Palestine 
would be suspended. It shows the Arabs clearly 
that the British Government does not propose to 
yield to terror or to be bludgeoned into rescinding 
its policies. The Arab leaders, after hinting broad- 
ly, and it appears prematurely, that they had se- 
cured the suspension of immigration as the price 
of stopping the general strike, view the new 
schedule as ‘‘a blow to the Arab people”, and are 
boycotting the Royal Commission in consequence. 
The Arab “nationalist” reaction indicates the ex- 
tent of the Jewish moral victory. We hope, how- 
ever, that the next schedule issued will be determ- 
ined by no factors save the absorptive capacity 
of the country. Palestine needs Jewish immigrants 
almost as much as Jewish immigrants need Pal- 
estine. 











MINORITY STATUS IN PALESTINE 
BRILLIANT scheme for regulating Jewish 


immigration has been hatched by a number of 
British officials. Since the plan is the work of 
government “experts’’ attached to the Colonial 
Office, and since it will probably be presented to 
the Royal Commission as a solution for Arab-Jew- 
ish difficulties, its features should be noted. Ac- 
cording to this plan, maximum Jewish immigration 
into Palestine in any year would not exceed the 
margin between the natural increase of the Arabs 
and the natural increase of the Jews. For in- 
stance, if the natural increase of the Arabs in one 
year is 25,000, and that of the Jews, 7,000, then 
the maximum number of Jewish immigrants would 
be 18,000. The adoption of such a plan would 
mean a complete reversal of policy on the part 
of Great Britain. The principle governing the 
size of immigration till now has been the absorp- 
tive capacity of the country. Even though in 
practice there has been considerable disagreement 
between the Jewish Agency and the British Gov- 
ernment as to the number of Jews Palestine could 
safely absorb at any given time, the criterion has 
not been questioned. The new scheme completely 
abandons the principle that only the economic ab- 
sorptive capacity of the country and not political 
considerations, is to determine the immigration 
quota. Instead of a principle which makes pos- 
sible the complete development of all the poten- 
tialities of Palestine, we are offered a “plan” 
which hardly merits the name. A scheme accord- 
ing to whose terms the Jewish population is rele- 
gated to the role of a permanent minority can 
hardly be dignified as a “plan” for a Jewish home- 
land. We assume that the British officials res- 
ponsible are aware of the chief purpose of the 
Mandate; they probably also suspect, that a 
“Homeland”, even a Jewish one, can not imply 
a minority status for the people whose “home” 
is created. A scheme, such as the one proposed, 
cannot be seriously considered as long as the terms 
of the Mandate are in force. The adoption of 
any such plan would mean a recantation of the 
Balfour Declaration and a violation of the Man- 
date. The British Government, which has just 
shown its independence and good faith by refusing 
to suspend immigration, will, we hope, disavow 
this latest achievement of some colonial officials 
promptly and unequivocally. 


LABOR AND THE HISTADRUT 


(THE CONVENTION of the National Labor 

Committee for the Jewish Workers. in Pal- 
estine would have been significant had it done no 
more than bring together a group of Jews who 
realize that planned colonization and the making 
of economic “room” in Palestine depends on the 


support given to the Histadrut. 
of collecting funds for the workers in Palestine 
has made the National Labor Committee the focal 
point of a united front of Jewish labor in America. 
This is perhaps the most remarkable new phenom- 
enon in American Jewish life. And it is being 
achieved by the example of workers in Palestine 
whose intensive activities represent one of the few 
brave social adventures of contemporary times. 
A convention of Jews which draws 1500 delegates 
from some of the largest unions and progressive 
organizations in the United States and which rep- 
resents a half million workers is a great social 
force in Jewish life. This Convention recalled with 
satisfaction that during the recent disturbances in 
Palestine, the American cable which urged the pro- 
test over Palestine disorders by a British trade 
union congress, was signed by labor figures like 
David Dubinsky, Joseph Schlossberg, Max Zarit- 
sky, Reuben Guskin, Morris Feinstone, Julius 
Hochman, Isadore Nagler, Abraham Miller and 
Alexander Kahn. An expression of increasing 
solidarity with the Histadrut is the resolution pas- 
sed at the Convention to send an American com- 
mission representing labor to meet with labor in 
England, France, and wherever else the Histadrut 
is known as a young but virile comrade. Having 
done that, the American labor commission will 
proceed to Palestine. 


UNITED PALESTINE APPEAL 
NOTHER event has been the meeting of the 
National Council for Palestine which is res- 

ponsible for raising funds of the United Pal- 

estine Appeal. It voted a national conference of 
all American Jewish organizations to be held in 

Washington in order to take up the challenge to 

our “‘sense of responsibility and generosity.” That 

challenge deserves to be met with the generosity 
of every Jew. The condition of European Jewry 
has fallen to unimaginable depths of misery. Land 
must be bought in Palestine and new immigrants 
must be settled. The work of the Keren Hayesod 
has new frontiers to conquer: in agricultural colon- 
ization, experimental stations, settlement of Ger- 
man Jews, housing and public works, institutions, 
education and cultural projects. The rapid, or- 
derly immigration of the last few years has meant 
costly expenditures for the Keren Hayesod on 

“travel grants”, on social and medical help. Its 

economic research department on vital statistics 

and economic relations between Jews and Arabs 
is even now serving the Yishuv when its data is 
made available to the Royal Commission. As 

Michael Traub has pointed out, “‘since 1920 the 

Keren Hayesod has carried the slogan of Pales- 

tinian reconstruction into Zionist and non-Zionist 

circles. It has appealed to the Jewish sense of 
solidarity, used the national sense of self-preserva- 
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tion instead of external compulsion, and collected 
not only money but souls.” 


LOUIS LIPSKY 
NONE OF the characterizations penned in 
honor of Louis Lipsky’s sixtieth birthday is 
as penetrating or genuine as what he has written 
of himself. The tributes to his leadership of 
American Zionism, to his vital role in the World 
Congress movement, to his brilliant talents as 
writer and speaker, have been thoroughly earned. 
The history of Zionism in the United States is to 
a large extent the history of Louis Lipsky. But 
if one wishes to catch the flavor, the salty tang, 
of one of the most engaging personalities on the 
Jewish scene, one must read his own shrewd and 
candid words: 

“All the interests that once tempted me have 
given way to an overpowering and irresistible de- 
sire to be helpful in the rebirth of the Jewish 
nation. I used to devote much time to playing 
chess—the King’s game. I was intrigued by its 
opportunities for the exercise of the art of strat- 
egy and tactics. It gave scope to imagination. It 
developed patience and restraint. But was not 
that time-wasting? In the guiding of the Zionist 
movement, we also dealt with strategy and tactics. 
For that you must have patience; for that you 
must exercise restraint; for that you need vision 
and dream. What formerly was played with 
carved figures in a game, we now play in real life 
with fructifying ideas and people. The goal is 
not a check-mate, but a victory in which the destiny 
of a race is at stake.” 


OUR THIRD YEAR 

WITH THIS number Jewish Frontier marks 
. the first issue of its third year. The reason 

for its increasing influence lies primarily in the fact 

that the expression of a consistent critical program 

—with a Labor Zionist point of view—has met a 

definite need in Jewish life. 

As we enter the third year, our expansion is 
met by changes in administrative positions. For 
some time past, Mr. Pinchas Cruso has combined 
untiringly, his services as National Secretary to 
the League for Labor Palestine with equal res- 
ponsibilities to the business management of Jew- 
ish Frontier. As Dr. Alexander S, Kohanski be- 
comes National Secretary to the League for Labor 
Palestine, Mr. Cruso remains in a position to de- 
vote himself to the problems involved in meeting 
the demands of a national circulation. For two 
years, Mr. Cruso has labored unsparingly until 
the initial venture of a few groups became con- 
crete in the chain of chapters of the League for 
Labor Palestine, extending from New York to 
San Francisco and from Canada to Mexico. The 
future growth of the League will always rest on 
that base, the work of much devotion. 
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Isa Labor Party on the Way? 


B Y PUTTING a thinking to work, it 

should be easy to draw a cheerful picture of 
a labor party rising in the near future, in conse- 
quence of the part played by labor in the national 
election. What will appear as supporting facts 
can be mustered with but little strain on memory. 

In New York City and in several cities up-State, 
over 300,000 citizens took the trouble to vote for 
Messrs. Roosevelt and Lehman under the Ameri- 
can Labor Party emblem. The Farmer-Labor 
Party in Minnesota carried into office its entire 
state ticket, less one candidate, elected a second 
United States senator, and increased its congress- 
ioinal representation. In Wisconsin, the Progres- 
sive Party, leaning heavily on the Workers and 
Farmers Federation, re-elected the Governor, re- 
turned its delegation to Congress, and carried the 
majority of the State Legislature. To this can be 
added the re-election of Senator George W. Nor- 
ris of Nebraska, the election of several progres- 
sives on the Democratic ticket in Washington and 
California, and the return to office of the North 
Dakota Non-Partisan League candidates. 

Particularly pointed would be reference to the 
telling activity developed by Labor’s Non-Partisan 
League for the re-election of the President in the 
several pivotal states: Pennsylvania, Illinois, Ohio, 
and Connecticut. Since the election, LNPL has 
reafirmed its formerly stated determination to 
continue as a permanent organization. 

The appetite comes with the eating. Encourag- 
ed by their initial successes, what can the leaders 
of labor and their associated rank and filers do 
but drive on faster and harder for the building up 
of labor’s power in politics? It would seem as if 
the ancient refrain of half a million Ph.D. dis- 
sertations: ‘Why a Labor Party Is Slow in Com- 
ing to the United States” is finally about to be put 
to sleep—a welcome thought! 

But a closer view of facts behind facts brings 
no assurance. Although the cited examples prove 
beyond doubt that labor has entered politics, it 
does not necessarily follow that independent poli- 
tics will be the next step. Only the future will 
show whether the American Labor Party of New 
York is better than a labor apparatus for pressure 
politics and the promotion of labor legislation. Its 
founders have emphasized the point of perma- 
nence but not of independence. The Wisconsin 
Progressive Party, while denoting a significant de- 
velopment away from old line politics, has yet to 
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demonstrate that it is better than LaFollette patri- 
mony. The Farmer Labor Party of Minnesota is 
the only safe bet, but it is one instance in forty- 
eight. Labor’s Non-Partisan League, of course, 
is the most noteworthy labor development on the 
political field but its relation to independent poli- 
tical action as yet remains uncertain. 

The participation of the organized workers in 
the campaign undoubtedly marked a further step 
away from the traditional inactive attitudes of the 
trade union movement, but what shape the new 
orientation will take is as yet a matter of specu- 
lation. 

Il. 

There was considerable sentiment in favor of a 
labor party in the course of the pre-election 
months. It was noticeable, and was becoming pro- 
nounced, in many industrial centers. Of course, 
propaganda and activity emanating from radical 
party sources played a part in stimulating and 
enlarging upon it, but it was genuine enough. 
Many workers felt a sense of grievance and they 
wanted a new political deal. Efforts were made 
to launch local labor parties in support of local 
andl congressional labor candidacies, and in some 
cases these efforts seemed to be meeting with size- 
able response. 

There seemed to exist a feeling that Mr. Roose- 
velt himself was but a captive in his own Demo- 
cratic Party; that the progressive measures he 
advanced, and his efforts to do the right thing by 
the people, were blocked and frustrated by Demo- 
cratic Party politicians, even as they were opposed 
and fought by the reactionary industrialists, the 
bankers and business executives, and the Supreme 
Court. Mr. Roosevelt seemed to need defense 
against his party. His failure in the first term of 
his administration to give sustained application 
and effective enforcement to the policies he advo- 
cated in fact generated what was at the outset 
potential labor party energy. ; 

But things didn’t go that way. 

In the first place, the President himself dissi- 
pated the labor party energy that he seemed to 
have caused. He diverted its vitality into an 
affirmation of his personal leadership. This was 
perhaps unavoidable. As the fight widened and 
grew more intense, the President became a labor 
issue in himself. The incredible social arrogance 
and vicious anti-laborism of the Republican cam- 
paigners and their Hearst and Coughlinite satel- 
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lites threw into bold relief the social intensity of 
Mr. Roosevelt’s stand. The campaign was rapid- 
ly condensed into the single battle-cry: They or 
We! and the “we” stood for the President and 
labor. The President became the central issue 
between labor on one side against all the others 
on the other side. 

In the second place, labor didn’t enter the cam- 
paign for independent political action, but to mob- 
ilize labor strength in support of the President. 
The move had one central political intention: to 
prepare the justification for a claim of reward, in 
the form of favorable labor protective legislation, 
in the eventuality of success. LNPL was not in- 
tended to be the framework of a labor party. Its 
essence was and remains—organized labor pres- 
sure, during nominations, elections, and in the 
course of legislative activity, for political support 
of labor demands. Labor progressives, and this 
goes for the spokesmen of the Committee for In- 
dustrial Urganization, view the matter of forming 
a labor party pragmatically: will it, or will it not, 
serve the objectives of labor organizations? Mr. 
Charles P. Howard, an outstanding leader of the 
CIO, remarked during the discussion of the issue 
at-the Atlantic City convention of the American 
Federation of Labor that he would have no objec- 
tion to forming a party if he could see any advan- 
tage to be diverted therefrom. The experience of 
the European parties did not bespeak their use- 
fulnss in his opinion. 

The dynamic, socially-educative character of the 
campaign waged by Mr. Roosevelt gave the labor 
issue a national setting and scope. The unquali- 
fied, self-denying support given by labor to the 
President has made the probability of an inde- 
pendent labor party emerging in the near future 
problematical, to say the least. 

Ill. 

The launching of Labor’s Non-Partisan League 
was heralded in a large part of the liberal and 
radical press as the first nationally significant step 
toward a labor party. 

The functioning of LNPL in the campaign sup- 
ported the illusion. Mr. Berry’s frequent state- 
ment: “. . . and what we do in 1940 is our own 
business and no one else’s!”” was manna for the 
imaginative. In the campaign LNPL worked in- 
dependently of the Democratic Party. It opposed 
Landon in terms of labor and progressivism. The 
parallel functioning, however ineffectual, of the 
Labor Division of the Democratic Party National 
Campaign Committee, emphasized the apparent 
independence of LNPL. But none of it justified 
reading into the League the beginning of an inde- 
pendent political party of labor. In effect, the 
formation of LNPL was no striking departure in 
trade union political policy. The new element in 
the situation was that it represented a case of 
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organization for action, whereas traditional A. 
F. of L. attitudes were confined to passing resolu- 
tions, leaving action to those who cared to take it. 

LNPL was paralleled, it will be recalled, some 
15 years ago by the Conference for Progressive 
Political Action, at the time composed of the 
standard railroad unions, including the powerful 
brotherhoods, the Machinists International Assc- 
ciation, the Amalgamated Clothing Workers of 
America, and several liberal groups. The Social- 
ist Party was a part of the set-up. The CPPA 
arose as a cross between the inactive policies of 
the A. F. of L. on the one hand, and the excessive 
activism of the adherents of labor partyism. The 
CPPA wound up in the support of the candidacy 
of the late Senator Robert M. LaFollette tor the 
U. S. Presidency in 1924 and his progressive 
ticket. The defeat of the ticket and the ensuing 
Prosperity Era killed the CPPA. 

There is an interesting similarity in one feature 
between the two movements. The CPPA, though 
formally headed by President Johnson of the 
International Machinists Association, an A. F. of 
L. affiliate, was really the political organization of 
the dissidents from the Gompers leadership of the 
A. F. of L. In turn, while offering a broad and 
open base for co-functioning of industrial unionists 
and craftists, alike, LNPL is the political con- 
comitant of the Committee for Industrial Organ- 
ization, which dissents from A. F. of L. policies. 

The relations of LNPL to CIO has been taken 
as an afirmation of a certain-to-follow evolution 
of the LNPL into an independent labor party. The 
argument is made that in the measure that the 
CIO succeeds in organizing the millions of work- 
ers in the mass production industries, large scale 
political action by labor will be dictated by the 
compelling needs of the movement. 

There is no question, though, that for the pres- 
ent, insofar as it is represented by LNPL, labor 
is umbilicated to the President. All memory of 
the see-saw attitudes of the Administration in the 
first term, and particularly during the second two 
years, have been burned away in the hot fires ot 
the great campaign battle. Mr. Roosevelt would 
have to turn most drastically on his labor sup- 
porters before they would desert his leadership. 

But what of the rank and file of the trade union 
movement? Is American labor “sold’’ on inde- 
pendent political action in the sense that this term 
is understood in the labor movement of the Old 
World? This does not seem to be the case. 


The two party system dominates all processes 
of American government. Hence, minority par- 
ties do not thrive upon our soil. Furthermore, a 
radicalism which does not address itself to the 
practical core of political issues, one which is just 
pure “preachin’,” receives little hearing from 
Americans, whether workers or just people. The 






































Pig ath ito a PRS i 


aeRO 


sash 


PE REL EERE REE 










10 


rank and file of American labor, like the prag- 
matic, bird-in-the-hand, union leaders, do not take 
to “ideological” movements in a friendly way. 
Barring a surviving but aging group of German, 
Jewish, and Scandinavian immigrants, there is no 
growing audience for the exponents of large-scale 
ultimates. Production for use is no more readily 
accepted than “‘the expropriation of the expro- 
priators.” The trouble seems to be not with the 
“American approach” of Americans by radicals, 
but with the Americans’ approach to radicalism. 

American workers accept, so it seems, cure-alls 
and panaceas for immediate ills and evils, but are 
disinclined to subscribe to far-aimed social philoso- 
phies. A Townsend nostrum can be sold, at a sub- 
stantial down-payment, but it seems difficult to dis- 
tribute participating shares in a remote co-opera- 
tive commonwealth, even free of charge. 

Past experience records no marked clear-cut 
labor party developments. There were a few at- 
tempts to venture into independent political action 
in the United States about one hundred years ago. 
They were not particularly successful, nor did they 
continue over a long time. Few efforts have been 
made since and none were very significant. While 
a considerable residue of populism as yet lingers 
on in the veins of the labor movement, the story 
of the spectacular rise and the rapid decline of the 
Populist party bears no active relation to present 
day labor party problems. 

Repeatedly American Labor has rallied to the 
standards of radical candidates on the major party 
tickets. The Roosevelt case has been exceptional 
for the great impact of the action, but such has 
happened before. The populistically oriented 
William Jennings Bryan was a “labor candidate”’ 
in the terms of the labor mind of 1896. He suc- 
ceeded in creating a masses vs. the classes cleavage 
forty years ago, even as Mr. Roosevelt did this 
year. In 1924 five million workers in the great 
majority, followed LaFollette, a high attainment 
for the golden days of Coolidge diffusion of 
wealth. 

The experience of the Socialist and the Com- 
munist Parties in this country is a deterrent in 
the way of developing a strong taste in labor 
ranks for independent political action. That ex- 
perience, in terms of going after results, has been 
anything but encouraging. At no time in the past 
did the total vote cast for all the parties of social 
radicalism exceed one million. It reached that high 
record in 1912, at which time it constituted over 
6 per cent of the total vote of the electorate. In 
1932, twenty years later, the vote still stood at the 
million mark, making then but 2.5 per cent of the 
total. In the present election the total radical vote 
represents barely one-half of one per cent of the 
electorate. Three out of every four standbys of 
socialist or communist voting, shifted to Roose- 
velt. 
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Conceivably a great crisis may turn the mind of 
labor in the direction of organized action along 
political lines. But more than we know how to do 
would have to be done to convince the workers 
that although a majority of the nation, they could 
not take hold of a going political party and use it. 
Hence, time and again, efforts were made by labor 
organizations to enter Republican and Democratic 
primaries and determine nominations. Failure to 
achieve great results only served as additional 
argument that results would be even slimmer if 
labor tried independent politics. A long time war- 
rior against the fallacy, Upton Sinclair, ended by 
being converted to what he had so strongly op- 
posed. The railroad brotherhoods have been ac- 
tive along these lines. They think this to be inde- 
pendent labor action in politics. 


Any other independent labor policy unavoid- 
ably clicks, in the popular mind, with political class 
segregation. The average American is not afraid 
of a daring proposal in economics or in politics, 
but he seems anxious that a lot of other people 
besides himself participate in the effort. 

What, then, is the total situation? 

Briefly, it comes down to this: 

There is a growing realization among the lead- 
ers of labor, as well as among their following, that 
defense of the workers’ economic interest demands 
active battling for social legislation. The leaders 
are decidedly reluctant to form an independent 
political party of labor and by labor alone. In 
this respect the rank and file of the trade union 
movement feel no differently. There is a feeling 
all around that considerable good might come out 
if co-operation of all progressive forces could be 
achieved. It is likewise pointed out that the 
Democratic Party is no longer a political entity, 
that it is not unlikely to break up in contending 
factions, and that consequently labor might profit 
by co-operating at least in certain states or sections 
of the country with the progressive elements of the 
party. There is a liklihood of farmers’ forma- 
tions along political lines, and a considerable bloc 
of the middle class, white collar groups, are not 
unlikely to form semi-political groups and alli- 
ances 

It is thus more likely than not, that a concen- 
tration of democratic forces, with the forces of 
organized labor forming a dominant part, but 
each traveling its own way, would lead in a pos- 
sible overhauling of American conditions and liv- 
ing modes. 


The European experience with the people’s 
front in France and Spain only remotely suggests 
modes of procedure for American eventualities. 
For one thing, we have no socialist or communist 
parties in the United States that would enter into 
any consideration of a political and anti-fascist 
front. Furthermore we are not immediately con- 
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fronted with an outright fascist party or move- 
ment. Nonetheless there is noticeable in this 
country a progressive slackening of popular con- 
cern with democratic rights, and there is a con- 
siderable indifference to civil rights insofar as 
their application to groups is concerned. A cen- 
tury and a half of democratic and constitutional 
society under the conditions of primary preoccupa- 
tion with teonomic expansion has resulted in re- 
ducing certain basic and should-be-living ideas and 
procedures to a state of routine. There seems to 
rise the need of democratic concentration, and “‘the 
realignment of press in 1940” the labor leaders 
refer to, does not suggest the undisturbed con- 
tinuation in business as usual of the Democratic 
and the Republican parties. 


To accelerate, without trying to jump over, is 
the golden rule of movement strategy. Radical 
progressives, if they are not to be a drag and an 
obstruction on the evolving movement, can do just 


Tides at Tampa 


MELLIONS of its members, of whom this 

author is one, must have contemplated 
with dismay the news that came from the Amer- 
ican Federation of Labor convention at Tampa. 
Self-deprived by the suspension action of the Exec- 
utive Council of its most militant delegates, the 
convention agenda represented, in part, a futile 
attempt to hold back the tides on the economic and 
political shores, and in part, a seeking of scape- 
goats for the mis-steps in the controversy with the 
unions within the Committee for Industrial Or- 
ganization. 


The background of a few of the more signifi- 
cant events immediately preceding the convention 
may serve to explain, although not to justify, its 
tone. Shortly prior to November 2nd, William 
Hutcheson, president of the powerful carpenters’ 
union, who more than any other Executive Council 
member, has been responsible for the breach with 
the industrial unions, resigned, giving as his rea- 
son that his union was already represented on the 
Council. His discovery at this late date of this 
fact preceded the Council’s inevitable but belated 
endorsement of the Roosevelt labor record. Hut- 
cheson, a Republican, had joined the Republican 
National Committee, thus participating in the 
statement of its chairman that a vote for Roose- 
velt meant a vote for the “communist Dubinsky” 
—who likewise had been a vice-president of the 
American Federation. 


Then came the Roosevelt landslide, labor credit 
for which went entirely to the active Labor Non- 
Partisan League composed largely of C.I.O. affii- 
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that much—to accelerate the slow mental motion 
of those who are supported by large numbers and 
who aim at limited objectives. Such restraint need 
not appear oppressive. Finally, it is not the mo- 
tion of the leaders that make movements move, 
but the intrinsic urges of pressures from within the 
movement that is the driving force of leadership. 
Failure to move spells the doom of leadership as 
of any living force. 


And so there may not rise in the United States a 
labor party that will be socialist or even anti- 
capitalist in conception. But the uninhibited 
American worker seeking to realize his right to 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, will not 
be too bashful to fight for ever expanding powers 
and well-being. Nominally, he will be doing it 
within the framework of the capitalist economy. 
In a real way, that economy has been put on the 
defensive by those who wouldn’t think of upset- 
ting the social status quo. 


@ by Elsie Gliick 


ates. Politically, as a labor leader, Lewis sprang 
into first rank. This was followed by announce- 
ments of the activity of this League on behalf of 
a revived, if modified NRA, especially in coal, 
textiles and clothing, with a suggestion of support 
from the President. Next came the pay rises, first 
in steel and then sweeping the mass production 
industries. If the corporate surplus tax was in 
part responsible for these post-election pay rises, 
the fact that they occurred mainly in industries 
covered by C. I. O. unions was of significance. 
Then followed President Roosevelt’s declaration, 
provoked by the action of a C.I.O. steel worker, 
refusing to endorse the “‘cost of living’’ basis of 
the steel pay rise. From Pittsburgh where the 
C. I. O. was meeting to discuss the steel campaign 
and the possibilities of peace with the A. F. of L. 
came an announcement of 80,000 new members 
in the steel union, since followed by the statement 
that this number was being increased at the rate 
of 2000 a day. In automobiles, there were the 
lock-out and subsequent sit-down strike in the 
Bendix plant, which has since ended in victory. 
The newspaper Guild’s historic fight on the Hearst 
Post Intelligencer ended likewise in victory. Ev- 
erywhere, C. I. O. unions were gathering in new 
members and participating in strikes. 

By contrast, many A. F. of L. craft unions were 
faring badly. The Pacific martime strike was 
now legally called by those elements which two 
years ago had been condemned as “red”. An 
“outlaw” strike of wide scope among seamen on 
the eastern coast followed, coupled with charges 
against the international officials of the union. 
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As the convention drew near, last minute efforts 
at peace redoubled. At the convention of the 
headgear workers’ union in New York, Max 
Zaritsky, now its president and personally a mem- 
ber of the C. I. O., and David Dubinsky, Presi- 
dent of the International Ladies’ Garment Work- 
ers’ Union advanced proposals for a last minute 


conference. These failed. The miners’ union 
then published charges against William Green on 
the basis that he had worked against the interests 
of his own union at the same time that the cloth- 
ing unions, rebuffed in their peace efforts, were 
voting funds for the C, I. O. 


The convention opened with only the News- 
paper Guild, the headgear workers’ union and the 
typographical union representing the C. I. O. af- 
filiates. Curiously enough, the anger of the con- 
vention reports was directed not so much at John 
L. Lewis, who had shown the least disposition for 
compromise, but at the clothing unions. Whether 
this was due to Lewis’ new political strength and 
the success of the steel campaign for which Exec- 
utive Council members had predicted defeat, is a 
matter of conjecture. At any rate, after condemn- 
ing as outlaw the seamen’s strike, the convention 
suddenly moved to boycott the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers of America. 


The reason given for the boycott was that the 
Amalgamated had withdrawn from an agreement 
which it had made with the United Garment 
Workers at the time of its re-entry into the Fed- 
eration in 1934. Experience of the last two years 
showed that this agreement with a union which 
had twenty years previously forced the clothing 
workers out of the A. F. of L. resulted in a sub- 
sidy to the U. G. W. by employers in the hundreds 
of factories in which over 100,000 Amalgamated 
members were employed in manufacturing 85% of 
the total output of men’s clothing, Since such a 
boycott against so effective a union could be of no 
avail, the Amalgamated interpreted it as a reprisal 
against the C. I. O. 


Other attempts to turn back the tide were shown 
in the refusal of the convention to endorse, as it 
did last year under the aggressive initiative of 
David Dubinsky, a proposed amendment to curb 
the abuse of power by the Supreme Court. The 
excuse was the recent 4-4 decision upholding the 
New York Unmployment Insurance Act, a deci- 
sion which settled nothing and which cannot stem 
the mounting general movement for a redefinition 
of the powers of the Court. Th A. F. of L. will 
find itself at the very tail of this movement, as it 
did with respect to social security legislation which 
it is now trying to liberalize. 


The convention refused proposals to end bar- 
riers in some of its Unions to Negro membership. 
In contrast to last year when it passed a rousing 
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anti-fascist report, it refused to give the floor to 
either the Spanish ambassador, or the Spanish 
labor delegation now in the United States. Need- 
less to say, it turned down any proposals for 
farmer-labor political action. The suspension of 
the C. I. O. unions was upheld by a vote of 20,000 
to 2,000 but no expulsion action was taken, thus 
presumably leaving the door open for negotiations. 
But the desperate struggle of the craft unions 
against the growing membership in the industrial 
unions was revealed in the new amendment which 
prohibited city and state central labor bodies from 
declaring boycotts when a strike involved a single 
local union. This was not only a thrust at the 
action of the Seattle Labor Council in backing up 
the Guild strike but a strengthening of the powers 
of the national craft unions. In the light of all 
these proposals weakening the Federation, its dec- 
larations for national 30 hour legislation (over 
the protest of Hutcheson) and for amendments in 
social security lose potential force. 


N the midst of all of this, and immediately fol- 
lowing the action against the Amalgamated, 
something happened which sadly enough, shows 
the age-old and universal tendency to find in the 
Jews a scapegoat for an unfavorable trend of 
events. The report of the resolutions committee, 
read by Matthew Woll, its chairman, contained 
the following paragraphs: 
“As for the organizations composed largely of Jewish 
workers, it can only be said, if we are to have the full 
truth, that we took them by the hand when there were 
few hands willing to greet them, and we have led them 
and builded with them and for them and protected them. 


“When some of their leaders, steeped in the ideas of the 
Old World from whence so many of them have fled in 
mortal terror of their lives, used our platform to preach 
doctrines alien to our own belief and convictions, we 
still led them and protected them. They are our equals 
in every respect . The story of these persecuted people 
is too long to tell here, too filled with the gripping emo- 
tions of a half-century of affectionate relationship, of 
helpfulness and cooperation. 

“Let them think it over in their hearts and in their 
homes.” 


To this ominous and patronizing paragraph, Max 
Zaritsky arose in protest. After reiterating the 
charge of illegal suspension of the C. I. O. unions, 
he said, in part: 

“The committee went out of its way to single out one na- 
tional question and make special reference to the unions 
with Jewish membership. Why was it necessary to raise 
the Jewish question on the floor of the most liberal labor 
movement in the world—the American labor move- 
ment... ?” 

The facts about these unions, contained in an 
article in the Jewish Frontier just a year ago, are 
that the Jewish workers in the needle trades had 
to struggle for organization against the sloth and 
reactionary tendencies of some of the first leaders; 
that Zaritzky’s own union and the Amalgamated 
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aid; that these unions had opened their treasuries 
as no other unions in the entire American trade 
union movement when life and death struggles 
were going on in steel in 1919 and in textiles in 
1934. He pointed out that these unions had as 
many non-Jewish as Jewish members. He did not 
mention the fact that in this struggle it was those 
with “alien beliefs” —the Socialists and the United 
Hebrew Trades—who fathered the Jewish work- 
rs’ movement until barriers in the building trades 
were broken down and a representative leadership 
in the garment unions set up. 


Although John Frey said Zaritsky ‘‘misinter- 
preted” the statement and Woll saw no need for 
retraction, the offending paragraphs were retract- 
ed “so that the newspaper accounts would not be 
able to distort our position.” The position alas, 
carries its own stigma of distortion. 


There is irony as well as tragedy in the situa- 
tion. The formulator of the principles to which the 
American Federation now seeks to cling, fifty 
years later in a new economic world, was an “alien 
Jew”, Samuel Gompers. Woll, who read the re- 
port, was Gompers’ choice for his successor as 
against William Green, the choice of John L. 
Lewis. And the ‘Jewish unions” against whom 
this paragraph was directed have been outstand- 
ing in the C. I. O. in the efforts toward peace as 
contrasted with the belligerent attitude of the 
miners’ leader. 


Perhaps one of the reasons for the rage against 
the clothing unions is that they stand to sacrifice 
more and gain less directly from the efforts of the 
C. I. O. than any other of the affliated unions. 
Whereas the coal miners’ union is doomed if the 
financial lords who dominate coal, as well as steel, 
rubber, textiles and automobiles are not brought 
to terms, the clothing unions alone of all the 
C. I. O. unions except the printers are in industries 
still free from this type of corporate control. True 
the Amalgamated is deeply indebted for the aid 
of the miners’ union and has an old account to 
settle with the Federation, But the affiliation of 
the International Ladies’ Garment Workers’ 
Union, which together with the miners and the 
Amalgamated, forms the financial backbone of the 
C. I. O., has cost it a hard-won seat on the Execu- 
tive Council and long membership within the Fed- 
eration, by no means useless in its tasks outside 
the large garment centers. : 


had built up their strength without A. F. of L. 
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The raising of the Jewish question is, like many 
“slips” of the tongue or pen, ominously signifi- 
cant, especially as it was embodied in an official 
report, It represents something more dangerous 
than the refusal to move forward with the times— 
it is a portent of a backward and socially-menac- 
ing tendency. Retraction cannot clear the air. 


The convention proceedings read like the last 
act of a Greek tragedy, in which the principals are 
forced by a first mis-step into a succession of 
events culminating, despite the atempt to find a 
scapegoat, in a tragedy which leaves the stage 
strewn with corpses. But whereas the audience 
for the Greek tragedy was composed of those who 
considered men as mere creatures of diabolical 
supernatural forces, this long labor drama has 
been enacted by men and before workers who can 
accept no such explanation of helplessness in la- 
bor’s long and bitter struggle. The forces which 
labor must struggle with received political expres- 
sion last month when the electorate which had suf- 
fered during a long depression was told to solve 
its problems by thrusting out ‘“‘reds”—particularly 
those with Jewish names. Labor refused to heed 
those voices politically as it must refuse to heed 
them on the economic field. But the struggle with 
these anti-labor forces, though it would gain from 
unity within the labor ranks, must apparently now 
go on without a unity which could be won only by 
listening to the voice of Canute, ordering back 
the tides of economic and political developments. 
The last word has not yet been heard, for the 
struggle, avoided at the convention by suspension, 
is now carried back to the city central bodies and 
the national unions and their locals. 
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Zionism and Pan-Arabism 


XTREMIST Arab nationalists are nursing a 
great political vision: Pan-Arabia, the estab- 
lishment of an Arab empire. As to how large this 
empire should be and what lands it should include, 
there is still some difference of opinion. The 
more “romantic” the nationalist, the larger the 
future Arabistan looms in his imagination. Some 
Arab nationalists would be satisfied with the union 
of only three lands, Syria, Palestine, and Trans- 
jordan: the three lands, which, they believe, con- 
stitute a geographic and economic unity. There 
are others for whom these three lands are not 
enough and who cannot imagine an Arab renais- 
sance without Iraq or Mesopotamia (the former 
Biblical Aram-Naharaim). Together with Iraq, 
they argue, the previously named lands compose 
a natural politico-economic unity; particularly as 
there are no great cultural or social differences 
between them. But there are still other Pan- 
Arabists who will on no account be content with 
any such partial union of the Arab lands; with- 
out the Arabian peninsula, without Yemen, with- 
out the holy cities of Mecca and Medina, without 
those regions from which the Arab race has 
sprung and where Arabic civilization was de- 
veloped, an Arab Federation is a travesty and 
a mockery, 

There are counsellors among us, honest and 
well-intentioned, who demand that Zionism take 
a Pan-Arab orientation. Herein, they say, lies 
safety for the Jews; only with a Pan-Arab move- 
ment can we negotiate and cooperate frankly. 
The more powerful the Arab party, the easier 
will be our negotiations, and the more natural 
our final peace. 

The logic of this position is quite obvious. So 
long as the patriotism of Palestinian Arabs is 
local, they cannot be expected to make peace with 
Zionism, whether in the form of a Jewish State 
or not. Why should they voluntarily accept the 
unpredictable consequences of an inevitable Jew- 
ish majority? But if a great and united Arab 
kingdom were created, in which Palestine would 
be incorporated as an autonomous province, then 
the Arab patriot need have no fear of Jewish 
domination in that province. Even should they 
become a minority in Palestine the Palestinian 
Arabs would feel secure in the great federated 
kingdom of which Palestine would be a part. 
Their nationalistic desires would receive such 
ample satisfaction that they would not be troubled 
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by the fact that one of the minor “Arab provin- 
ces” had more Jews than Arabs. Such argumenta- 
tion is plausible, at first sight. 

The idea of a united Arabia is by no means a 
new one. During the war it had its fanatical de- 
votees in a number of Arab lands. At that time 
there were also a number of influential European 
politicians who supported the idea; some “hon- 
estly”, without ulterior motives, others for imme- 
diate strategic reasons. A sincere advocate of 
the Pan-Arab movement was the late Colonel 
Lawrence, who secured from the English gov- 
ernment certain promises for the political unifica- 
tion of the Arab lands; when Zionism became a 
considerable political factor, Lawrence was instru- 
mental in arranging a meeting between Weizmann 
and Emir Feisal. In 1919 there was sufficient 
reason to regard the Pan-Arab kingdom as a 
reality. Furthermore, Zionists extended political 
aid to the Pan-Arab nationalists, and the latter 
were even ready to recognize the aspirations of 
the Zionists for a state. 

It is enough to glance at the documents of that 
time to perceive how seriously the partnership be- 
tween the Jewish people and the potential Pan- 
Arab kingdom was viewed. In the “Treaty of 
Friendship” which Weizmann and the Emir Feisal 
signed on January 3, 1919, the Arab Kingdom 
and Palestine are clearly mentioned as two inde- 
pendent political units, though differing greatly in 
their relative sizes. According to that treaty, 
Palestine is not even an organic part of the Arab 
State, as some friends of the Jews among the 
Pan-Arabists now envisage it, but a Jewish land 
in the full sense of the term. There is mention 
of boundaries which must be drawn between 
Arabia and Palestine, of two countries which will 
maintain “duly accredited agents” in each other’s 
lands. In the letter which Emir Feisal later (in 
March 1919) sent to Professor Felix Frankfurter, 
as confirmation of his treaty with the Zionist or- 
ganization, he tells him that “The Arabs, especial- 
ly the educated among us, look with deepest sym- 
pathy on the Zionist movement. Our deputation 
here in Paris is fully acquainted with the proposals 
submitted yesterday by the Zionist organization 
to the Peace Conference and we regard them as 
moderate and proper. We will do our best, in 
so far as we are concerned, to help their attain- 
ment; we will offer the Jews a hearty welcome 
home. 
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“With the chiefs of your movement, especially 
with Dr. Weizmann, we have had, and continue 
to have, the closest relations. He has been a 
great helper of our cause, and I hope the Arabs 
may soon be in a position to make the Jews some 
return for their kindness. We are working to- 
gether for a reformed and revised Near East 
and our two movements complement each other. 
The Jewish movement is national and not imper- 
ialist; our movement is national and not imperial- 
ist. Indeed, I think that neither can be a real 
success without the other.” 

As can be seen official Zionism has already had 
a Pan-Arab orientation—one with better pros- 
pects of Jewish political independence than any 
of the present “Judeophiles” among Pan-Arabists 
are ready to concede. The results of that sym- 
pathy, however, amounted to nothing: nothing 
for the Arabs, and nothing for the Jews. Instead 
of a political union of the Arab lands, there took 
place what European politicians call ‘‘Balkaniza- 
tion”, division and fragmentation. 

Who is to blame for this? Arab nationalists 
of the Istiklal school (the party whose chief de- 
mand is a united Arabia) accuse England and 
France of deceiving the Arabs, exploiting their 
patriotism during the war and then faiilng to 
keep their promises. The Arab case against the 
great Powers is not a frame-up. Volumes could 
be written about the long series of political in- 
trigues which France and especially England en- 
gineered to frustrate the hopes and plans for a 
united Arabia. Nevertheless, it would be naive 
to suppose that a Pan-Arab kingdom would have 
been formed if not for the English and French 
policy of larceny and political sleight-of-hand in 
the Near East; there are still, among the Arabs 
themselves, too many inner obstacles to a complete 
national unification. Even if a miracle should 
come to pass and England and France were to 
abandon their open and secret interests in the 
Arab lands; even if Mussolini’s Italy with ex- 
emplary self-abnegation were not strive to inherit 
England’s or France’s spheres of influence, the 
foundation of a Pan-Arab kingdom would still 
be far off. No matter how intensely romantic 
patriots may dream, many purely Arab factors 
must be eliminated before the dream can be real- 
ized. Even in Europe, countries with one dom- 
inant language and nationality did 'not achieve 
political unification, easily or rapidly. The Ger- 
man state was united under the Hohenzollerns 
through “blood and iron’; war and revolutions 
attended the unification of Italy by the Savoyarda. 
The Arab world as yet does not possess its Bis- 
marck; it has not yet matured enough politically 
and culturally to give birth to its Garibaldi. Logic- 
ally one could demonstrate that it might be a good 
idea to unite all the Spanish-speaking lands in 
Central and South America into one great feder- 
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ated state. The same language, approximately 
the same culture, the same religion, the same 
traditions and customs! In their own political 
and economic interests, the South Americans 
should form a sort of Spanish-speaking United 
States. But there is no need to be an authority on 
what is transpiring in our Latin republics to under- 
stand that for the present such a plan would be 
Utopian. Similarly the unification of the Arab 
world is for the time being perhaps even more 
Utopian, in spite of the fact that in every Arab 
land there are now groups of devoted Pan-Arab- 
ists. Religion is still, naturally, a tremendous 
power in the Orient; on the surface it might ap- 
pear that since the majority of Arabs are Mo- 
hammedans, and since religion plays such an im- 
portant part in their nationalism, their culture and 
their style of life, they could be more easily uni- 
fied than other peoples. But religion precisely 
forms one of the chief causes of separatism and 
mutual hostility in that part of the world. It is 
true that all Arabs are Mohammedans; but 
among the Mohammedans themselves, the Sun- 
nites and Shiites consider each other heretics and 
a Wahhabi regards all other Mohammedans with 
much less tolerance than, let us say, Catholics and 
Protestants used to have for each other in the 
days of Queen Elizabeth. 

To this source of friction we must add the 
personal hatreds of the Arab kings. With the 
possible exception of Syria, Arabs still think in 
monarchist terms; when the question of ‘“‘crowns” 
is raised in the Orient passions boil like a geyser. 
The Arab countries are torn at present by dynas- 
tic conflicts. The powerful and fanatical Ibn 
Saud who now controls the largest part of the 
Arabian Peninsula has dethroned the Emir Ali, 
son of King Feisal, and banished him into the 
desert. King Ghazi of Iraq and the English vas- 
sal of Transjordan, the Emir Abdullah, who has 
persuaded himself that King David’s crown should 
adorn his crafty head, are bloody enemies of Ibn 
Saud and each of them spins independent fantasies 
of conquest in the tonic quiet of the Arabian 
nights. Ibn Saud, for his part, is engaged in 
hatching plans for occupying Yemen and remov- 
ing the present ruler, the Iman Yehia, from his 
royal throne. The role of Arab pretenders to 
royalty and power is not exhausted by this list. 
All of them are poised to attack each other, wait- 
ing for the opportune moment to upset thrones, 
grab crowns, wipe out “bastards who want to be 
Caesar” and make a new division of spheres of 
power in the Arab world. Each of the rival con- 
tenders is prepared to support Pan-Arabism pro- 
vided one minor condition is met: namely that he 
and his offspring till the end of time be the heads 
of the Pan-Arab Federation. The drawback, 
from a monarchist standpoint, is that hardly one 
of these royal and quasi-royal families can claim 
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ancient historical lineage. Almost all derive from 
younger and therefore suspected dynasties, though 
every one of them is ready to swear that he stems 
directly from “Allah’s prophet.” (In the Baltic 
regions at one time every German baron was a 
descendent of Luther.) At present there are only 
Platonic ‘‘Pan-Arabists,” but if a more or less 
serious Pan-Arab movement should begin, a 
war between Arab and Arab would ensue. 

How can one think seriously today of a Pan- 
Arab Federation and orientate one’s Zionist pol- 
icy upon it, when there is even no possibility of 
setting up a “Pan-Syrian” state? France is re- 
signing her mandate over Syria this year; the 
country will soon be declared politically indepen- 
dent; but it is worthy of note that Syria is becom- 
ing “doubly independent.” Instead of a united 
Syrian Arab state there will be two: Syria proper 
and Lebanon. This is happening not only be- 
cause France will allow nothing else, but because 
the people of the Lebanon do not wish to become 
a part of the Syrian state under any circumstances; 
this summer delegations from the Lebanon visited 
both Paris and Geneva demanding autonomy. 
True, between the Lebanon and the rest of Syria 
difference in religion is an important cleft. Syria 
generally is Mohammedan, while Lebanon is 
mostly Christian; the Maronite sect plays too 
large a part there for them to accept the Syrian 
constitution whose very first article proclaims dis- 
crimination: “Only a citizen of the Mohammedan 
faith may be a President of the Syrian republic.” 
What is true of Pan-Syria is true of Pan-Arabia. 
If in Syria religious differences exist between Mo- 
hammedans and Maronites and not less serious 
racial differences between ordinary Syrians and 
Druses, other and often more acute differences 
exist in a number of other Arab countries. 

During the last few weeks we ascribed too 
great a political significance to the intervention of 
the Arab kings in the internal affairs of Palestine. 
Many were inclined to interpret this as a symptom 
and presage of political Pan-Arabism. That Arab 
kings, singly or in groups, can do us considerable 
damage in Palestine through their intervention, 
nobody will deny. That their manifestoes or 
proclamations express a certain emotional racial 
unity and the common interest of the Arab people 
is also clear. But their expressions of sentiment 
are still a long way from the minimum of political 
harmony required to start negctiations concerning 
a Pan-Arab state. Just recently we have begun 
to hear in Iraq the stogan of local chauvinism: 
“Iraq for Iraqis” and not for strangers, not even 
for strange Arabs. There is great hostility now 
in Iraq against all Syrians who occupy government 
posts in the country; in spite of the large area 
and fertility of the country, in spite of the fact 
that all Iraq has today no more than 3,500,000 
inhabitants—fewer than it was said to have had 
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in antiquity—the government refuses to admit 
large numbers of Arab immigrants from neigh- 
boring lands, We do not yet know all the details 
of the military coup which took place recently in 
Iraq, but according to all reports so far received 
by the English and American press, the new Iraq 
government, seated in saddle by the army, is even 
less Pan-Arab in its political intents. 

From all this we must not conclude that the 
Pan-Arab idea as such is Utopian. We are not 
now concerned with eventual possibilities but with 
the immediate present. It may be that in the 
course of a generation the Arab world will be- 
come ripe for a political unification. It may be 
that the existence of two Arab republics, Syria 
and Lebanon, will begin to serve as an example 
for the other Arab states, and they will rid them- 
selves in time of their dynasties and the intrigues 
and counter-intrigues with which the dynasties are 
bound up. Arab republics will more easily find 
the way to union than Arab kingdoms. It may be 
that in the course of time the Arab countries will 
develop economically and culturally, and that reli- 
gious barriers will no longer play the fatal role 
they now play; this would, of course, facilitate the 
work of the Pan-Arabists. At the present mo- 
ment, Pan-Arabia is a dream. Jews cannot link 
their national interests to a Pan-Arab Federation 
which is more shade than substance. 

To declare today in the name of organized 
Jewry, or in the name of Zionism that: “We want 
a Pan-Arab Federation with Palestine a part of 
it,” may mean that tomorrow we will have to 
state where in our view the center of the Federa- 
tion should lie, and which of the present crowned 
heads should be its chief. This would involve our 
taking a stand in regard to the competing aspira- 
tions of Ibn Saud, of the Iamn Yehia, of the 
Emir Abdullah and of the King of Iraq. Through 
such a policy we could easily lose ourselves in the 
labyrinth of dynastic, religious and other conflicts 
which rage today in the unstable Arab world. 

Given certain conditions, we could agree to an 
Arab federation, which should include Palestine. 
We must not, however, be the pioneers of Pan- 
Arabism. This would decoy Jewish policy into 
paths dangerous not only in Palestine but also in 
Europe; for Europe still has something to say 
concerning fundamental changes in the political 
life of the Near East. 

For an indefinite period Palestine must remain 
a separate unit, no matter what happens in neigh- 
boring Arab countries. Theoretically it would be 
easy to negotiate with the Arab world as a whole; 
practically we will no doubt have to keep our 
accounts for many years to come mainly with the 
Arab community of Palestine alone. We must 
seek more realistic methods for an understanding 
with the nearly 900,000 Arabs who live in the 
mandated territory of the “Jewish Home.” 
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Jewish and Arab Rights 


Two peoples inhabit the small country between 

Dan and Beersheba. Both have a long con- 
nection with that country and both claim the full 
right to shape its future destinies. The conflict 
between these seemingly contradictory claims, usu- 
ally expressed in bitter political struggle, reached 
its climax during the recent Arab outbreaks. 


CONFLICTING CLAIMS 
HE Arabs, forming a majority of Palestine’s 
present population, base their claims on the 

principle of self-determination in the formalistic 
sense of this much misused word. They argue 
that as a majority of Palestine’s population they 
have an inherent right to self-government which 
they may use for any purpose they choose. Speci- 
fically, they claim the right to use the control of 
self-governing institutions for perpetuating their 
majority by severe restrictions on the further 
growth of the present Jewish minority. 

The Jews now forming a sizeable minority— 
about 30%—base their claims on their old his- 
toric connection with Palestine which was their 
cradle as a nation and civilization. They point 
moreover to the legal rights given to them by 
the Balfour Declaration and to their economic 
achievements during the 55 years of Palestinian 
colonization. 

Most Arabs reject the Jewish claims as unjust 
and even imperialistic. They state that the Jews, 
in spite of the spiritual attachment to the country 
of their forefathers, lost’ all their rights when 
they abandoned it after the destruction of their 
second temple. The more modern Jewish claims, 
based on the Balfour Declaration and the Man- 
date, are described as inconsistent with the Arab 
rights for self-determination. The Jewish achieve- 
ments in Palestine, though important, are likewise 
rejected as a basis for claims on the future. 

The average Jew is frequently inclined to take 
the same uncompromising attitude as the Arab. 
He denies the organic connection of Palestinian 
Arabs with the present country of their habitation. 
He points to the devastation of the country by its 
Arab inhabitants, who not only were unable to 
increase the productive capacity of Palestine, but 
abandoned to decay the improvements already 
achieved in Biblical times. He looks upon the 
Arab as a guardian over- someone else’s estate, 
one who forfeited his rights because of poor and 
dishonest management. 

Is there a possibility of compromise between 
these two extreme points of view? 

No such compromise seems to be possible unless 
both sides of the controversy show a readiness to 
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revise their own claims and to recognize at least 
partly the claims of the others. A far-reaching 
psychological readjustment is the most important 
prerequisite of any serious attempt to eliminate 
the causes of the present strife, to inaugurate a 
new era of good will and co-operation among the 
Jews and Arabs. 


THE LIMITS OF SELF-DETERMINATION 

L=! us first analyze the Arab claim for pre- 
dominance in Palestine. Let us measure this 

claim not with the yardstick of purely Jewish 

interests but in accordance with national rights 

which should prevail in a progressive world. 

In other words, are we Jews, in claiming the 
right to build our national home in Palestine, 
infringing upon the natural rights of its present 
Arab majority? Do we claim, in building Pales- 
tine, an exception to the prevailing rules of inter- 
national justice? 

There would be a great deal of justification in 
demanding such an exception. We may claim that 
physical and ethnic preservation of Jews, con- 
demned to annihilation in the lands of their pres- 
ent habitation, is more important that the national 
sovereignty of the Palestinian Arabs. We may 
argue that preservation of human lives must take 
preference over the less elementary national rights 
which in comparison seem a luxury. We may also 
state that the Arabs have much room for develop- 
ment in other countries of the Near East, that 
they may sacrifice something of their rights in 
Palestine to save as many Jews as possible from 
complete destruction. 

FIAT JUSTITIA, PEREAT MUNDUS 


ONSIDERING Jewish rights to Palestine an 

exception to prevailing rules, we cannot, how- 
ever, expect everybody to see justice in it. For in- 
stance, the Jewish communists, torchbearers of si- 
mon-pure internationalism among us, may take the 
position that no exceptions shall be allowed even 
if it were to mean the physical destruction of an- 
other million Jews. They may take the attitude 
of “fiat justitia, pereat mundus”. True, their Rus- 
sian teachers did not take such a rigorous attitude 
during the upbuilding of the Soviet State, nor do 
they show such an uncompromising rigorousness 
in the present day’s world politics. Even the 
Jewish communists do not practice such unrelent- 
ing “Prinzipienreiterei” in other fields of their 
activity. They may feel impelled, however, to 
put sanctity of the principle above real require- 
ments of life when they come across a problem 
concerning the very being of their own people. 
Jews may not be considered important enough to 
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merit the same kind of theoretical readjustment 
which is being made for other, more essential in- 
terests, at stake. There is therefore small wonder 
that our communist brethren, like true saints and 
martyrs, are ready to sacrifice their own flesh and 
blood before expecting similar righteousness from 
other people. Naturally, they are doing it from 
a very lofty pedestal of idealistic self-sacrifice. 
I sincerely believe that the best of them while 
white-washing and even encouraging pogroms in 
Palestine must have the same inner experience our 
forefather Abraham had in sacrificing his only son 
Isaac for the glory of God. 


DO WE CLAIM EXCEPTION? 


IF ZIONISM is an exception to the prevailing 
rule of national relations the Arabs may also 
feel justified in rejecting it. They may agree that 
the salvation of Jews is an important human task. 
But why must this salvation be accomplished at 
the expense of Arab sovereignty in Palestine? 
Why only Palestine—why shall not the persecuted 
Jews be distributed among all other countries? 

Almost this line of argumentation was recently 
taken by an Arab emissary in London who seri- 
ously suggested that Great Britain open the gates 
of its colonies and dominions to Jewish immigra- 
tion, eliminating thereby the necessity of Jewish 
concentration in Palestine. 

In other words, if mational rights must be sac- 
rificed for the sake of Jewish salvation, why should 
the Arabs be the only ones to make the sacrifice? 

We do not, however, believe that the Jewish 
right to build a national home in Palestine must 
be considered an exception justified only by the 
tragic plight of the Jewish people in other coun- 
tries. We do not concede that Jewish rights in 
Palestine are irreconcilable with the general prin- 
ciple of self-determination of nations. The prin- 
ciple of self-determination shall not be misused 
to perpetuate glaring inequalities in the distribu- 
tion of populations on the surface of the earth. 


Instead of being progressive, the principle of self- 


determination would be transformed into a most 
reactionary poltical weapon if it were used to 
close hermetically any territory against the influx 
of politically oppressed or economically distressed 
people from other nations. 


“RUGGED NATIONALISM" A DANGER TO 
HUMANITY 


"THE fault of the Arab leaders as of many 

nationalists throughout the world lies in trans- 
planting the petty bourgeois conception of private 
property, glorified by generations of capitalism, 
into the domain of national relations. As a social- 
ist, the author is not inclined to concede the sacred- 
ness of private property even in the inter-relations 
of individuals. Even bourgeois governments now- 
adays recognize the necessity of regulating private 
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rights, for the purpose of preventing individuals 
from overstepping them to the detriment of their 
fellowmen. The era of rugged individualism is 
definitely over. Still less reason is there to recog- 
nize “rugged nationalism” as a justified form of 
inter-human relations. 


The insistence of the Arabs that their rights 
to Palestine include the right to exclude the Jews 
from the country for their salvation is a reaction- 
ary conception of national sovereignty which 
should in no way be encouraged or even tolerated 
by progressively-minded people. It is not by acci- 
dent that Hitler and Mussolini are the more popu- 
lar heroes in the eyes of the Arab youth which 
took an active part in the recent guerilla warfare 
against Palestinian Jews. It is the “rugged na- 
tionalism” which has replaced to a great extent 
the “rugged individualism” abolished even for 
capitalists in the domain of the fasces and swas- 
tika. 

When we meet a “radical”? who is denying 
Henry Ford the right to run his factories accord- 
ing to his own wishes and caprices, and at the same 
time concedes the right of the Husseinis and Nash- 
ashibis to run Palestine to their heart’s content we 
have before us an inexplicable example of mental 
aberration. 

There is no necessity for abolishing Arab rights 
to make possible the upbuilding of a Jewish home 
in Palestine. All that is necessary is to put them 
in the general frame in which such rights shall be 
recognized throughout the world. 

Rugged nationalism is a still greater danger 
to humanity than the rugged individualism of the 
previous generation, It is better to tolerate rug- 
ged individualists in a relatively free and econ- 
omically interdependent world than to have in- 
dividuals suppressed in hermetically closed totalit- 
arian states with national autocracy as their goal. 


ARAB RIGHTS AND JEWISH PROGRESS 


HERE is no denying the Arab rights in Pales- 

tine, and it would be a serious mistake if some 
Jewish leaders were to insist on regarding them 
as of secondary importance. The Arab rights to 
Palestine are just as valid as the Jewish ones. 
But they should not include the right to thwart 
the gradual upbuilding of the Jewish National 
Home as long as it can be done without economic 
injury to the individual Arabs inhabiting the 
country. 

Our ability to build up Palestine without a detri- 
ment to our neighbors has been sufficiently proven 
by the past and present of that country. There is 
no doubt that the Arabs of Palestine, instead of 
having been pushed out by Jewish immigration, 
have greatly profited from it. Due to Jewish 
medical activities the mortality among the Arabs 
was greatly reduced and their present rate of nat- 
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ural increase is one of the highest in the world. 
From 568,000 in 1919 the Moslem population 
of Palestine increased to 865,000 in 1936. This 
increase was due not only to the great surplus 
of births over deaths, but also to an influx of 
Arab laborers from the neighboring countries. 
They were attracted to Palestine by higher wages 
and greater opportunities to find work. The stan- 
dard of living of the Palestinian Arabs, especially 
in the vicinity of the Jewish settlements, is much 
higher than that in the neighboring Arab coun- 
tries. Even the Arab peasant who is not seeking 
employment in Jewish colonies indirectly profited 
from the Jewish immigration because of the larger 
and more profitable market created by it for his 
farm products. 


ARAB FEARS FOR THE FUTURE 


HE economic advantages brought by Jewish 

immigration to the Arabs of Palestine are so 
great and self-evident that many of the Arab lead- 
ers recently gave up previous attempts to build 
their case on economic grievances. Instead, they 
are now trying to justify their hostile attitude 
towards Jewish immigration solely by fears about 
th future. It is true, they cautiously concede, that 
the Arab gains from Jewish immigration up to 
date have been greater than their losses. They 
claim, however, that the absorptive capacity of 
Palstine is decreasing with every new wave of 
Jewish immigration, and the time may soon be 
reached when further Jewish colonization can only 
proceed at the expense of the Arabs. They argue 
further that when Jews will become a majority and 
obtain actual control of the country without the 
restrictions now imposed upon them by the Man- 
datory Power, the Arabs will lose all their pre- 
vious advantages and may even be subject to vio- 
lent oppression. 


Let us start with the first of these most impor- 
tant Arab arguments: 


What are the factors on which depends the 
absorptive capacity of a country? Looking at 
the far future, an empty country seems to offer 
greater possibilities for the settlement of new 
people than an inhabited one. The immediate 
capacity of a country to absorb mass immigration 
depends, however, not on the number of its empty 
square miles but on the opportunities for imme- 
diate employment offered there to new immigrants. 
The economic capacity of Australia is now much 
greater than it was at the time when England 
began to colonize it by deporting convicts to its 
lonely shores. In spite of the efforts of American 
Jewish philanthropists to direct Jewish immigra- 
tion to the West, over-populated New York City 
attracted infinitely more Jewish immigrants than 
the open spaces of Texas. 
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THE ABSORPTIVE CAPACITY OF PALESTINE 
[F THE Jews, together with their fields and 


factories, could by some magic trick be elim- 
inated now from Palestine’s picture, the absorptive 
capacity of that country would be nearly nil. More 
exactly: its absorptive capacity would be approxi- 
mately the same as in the first generation of the 
Jewish colonization when an immigration of 500 
persons yearly was considered a great achieve- 
ment. It would not exceed the absorptive capacity 
of Biro-Bidjan that has more open space than 
Palestine but must still undergo the extremely 
slow and difficult preparatory stage which Pales- 
tine underwent before the World War. 

Another fallacy of the opponents of the further 
Jewish colonization of Palestine consists in link- 
ing too narrowly the economic prospects of a coun- 
try with its own natural resources. The opinion 
is frequently heard that Palestine is too poor to 
absorb a lasting mass immigration. What will all 
these poor Jews do in such a small country de- 
prived of coal and iron, usually considered the 
foundation for a truly great industry ? 

In the first place, the natural resources of Pales- 
tine are not yet known to their full extent. Only 
recently we began to grasp the tremendous possi- 
bilities offered for the development of a great 
chemical industry by a large-scale exploitation of 
the Dead Sea minerals. Another recent and very 
pleasant revelation was the discovery that the 
underground water resources of Palestine are 
much greater than was the belief only five years 
ago. There is practically no spot in Palestine’s 
valleys where artificial irrigation could not be in- 
stalled, provided we find a cheap source of power 
for pumping the water to the surface. And this 
problem is also on the way to its solution! 


INDUSTRIAL POSSIBILITIES 


BU even conceding Palestine to be a poor coun- 

try we must not forget that a large Jewish 
community may be based to a great degree on 
economic services to the surrounding East and 
even to the whole world. After all, we must not 
despair of the common sense of humanity and 
must not imagine the future world as a great 
number of hermetically closed countries smother- 
ing the natural process of economic exchange 
among them. With even a minimum of sanity 
in the world we will be able to develop in Pales- 
tine industries requiring much specialized work, 
even if the comparatively less important raw ma- 
terials should have to be imported from abroad. 
Nobody would seriously argue that jewelry, watch- 
es, and even wearing apparel could not be manu- 
factured in Palestine on a great scale because of 
transport difficulties. Palestine, due to its geo- 
graphical position and especially to proximity to 
the Suez Canal, is an ideal country for all kinds 
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of “transit industries” based on the processing of 
raw materials coming from India, Australia, and 
the Far East. 

We will not dwell further on the question of 
Palestine’s economic future which deserves a spe- 
cial analysis. The above facts are sufficient as a 
basis for our sincere belief that Palestine with all 
its natural limitations is still able to absorb mil- 
lions of Jews without any disadvantage to the 
present Arab population of the country. 


SHALL IMMIGRATION BE LIMITED? 


HOULD the moment arrive, however far it 
seems to be, when, in spite of Jewish ingenuity 
in finding new sources of economic existence, a 
further absorption of immigrants by the Jewish 
community of Palestine will not be possible, Jew- 
ish immigration will stop of itself with no injury 
to the Arabs who will then be in a much stronger 
economic position than at the present time. I 
believe that in the event of an Arab-Jewish under- 
standing, based on broader mutual interests of 
both peoples, a way could be found to allay Arab 
fears in this respect. We shall have no objection 
to the establishing of a kind of safety valve to 
indicate the moment—however remote it may be 
—when Jewish immigration shall have reached 
the saturation point. This moment, however, shall 
be determined not by artificial quotas or percen- 
tages dictated by nationalistic jealousy but by 
economic realities only. 

Such a safety device already practically exists. 
It consists in the right of the British authorities in 
Palestine to limit the labor immigration to definite 
schedules established twice yearly in accordance 
with the then existing demand for Jewish workers. 
Jews have many reasons for criticizing the atti- 
tude of British immigration officials who seem to 
be influenced by political expediency, or more 
specifically, by Arab pressure, no less than by 
economic realities. In case of an understanding 
with the Arabs the Jews would be only too glad 
to transfer this task to a committee of League 
members who have no political interests of their 
own in the Near East and therefore would be 
able to measure the economic capacity of Palestine 
with an impartial yardstick determined exclusively 
by economic factors. 


FEARS OF A JEWISH MAJORITY 


STILL more important is the assertion of Arab 
leaders that their people may become an object 
of discrimination and even oppression in case the 
Jews become the majority of Palestine’s popula- 
tion. I believe this contention to be the most 
sincere fear at the basis of the Arab fight against 
the Jewish National Home. 
The average Jew meets this assertion with an 
outburst of moral indignation. It is inconceivable, 
he believes, that Jews, severely oppressed in many 
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parts of the world, will ever debase themselves to 
the role of oppressors in Palestine. The mere 
thought of such a possibility is considered a moral 
aspersion on the character of the Jewish people. 

In all fairness the author does not consider this 
indignation, however laudable its motives, a suffi- 
cient answer to Arab fears for the future. The 
world too often has witnessed the transformation 
of oppressed people into oppressors to expect the 
Arabs to take us at our word. The Arabs are 
therefore justified in demanding from us effective 
guarantees for the future, and I do not believe 
that they would be satisfied with mere formulas. 
Such a formula as “Not to rule and not to be 
ruled”, however admirable in principle, must 
be supplemented by real guarantees to form a 
basis for a future understanding. 


As stated on a few previous occasions, I do not 
believe that such an understanding could be reach- 
ed in the narrow limits of Palestine proper. To 
be of lasting value to both sides of the Palestine 
controversy such an understanding must embrace 
the whole Near East. This does not mean that 
we expect to extend the frontiers of our National 
Home to neighboring countries. It does mean 
that we do expect certain economic opportunities 
in the neighboring countries of the East in ex- 
change for the limitations we would be ready to 
accept for our future status in Palestine. 


THE NEAR EASTERN FEDERATION 


JEWS, for instance, shall not oppose, in princi- 

ple, the inclusion of Palestine into a free fed- 
eration of Near Eastern countries which, estab- 
lishing lasting economic links among themselves 
shall at the same time not affect the political sov- 
erignty of any one of them. In such a Near East- 
ern federation the Jews of Palestine, even form- 
ing a majority in their own National Home, would 
still be a minority in comparison with the Arabs 
of the surrounding countries. This situation alone 
would be an actual and sufficient guarantee that 
the Jewish promises included in a future Jewish- 
Arab understanding would be kept meticulously 
independent of the state of mind of the coming 
Jewish generations. It is simply unthinkable that 
the Jews of Palestine, even losing their present 
good intentions, would ever dare oppress a minor- 
ity in their own country related to a majority in 
the countries on which they will be most depend- 
ent for their economic well-being. 

Naturally, such an ironclad guarantee could be 
given by Jews only if Arab leaders of Palestine 
definitely renounced their present conception of 
Palestine as the private property of the Arab ma- 
jority, to be closed to oppressed Jews from other 
countries. We would not convince the Jewish 
masses who have their own idiosyncrasies about 
exclusive rights to Palestine to concede fully Arab 
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rights to the country unless the Arabs were just as 
ready to recognize our right to build up Palestine 
without actual loss to them. 


DIFFICULTIES OF UNDERSTANDING 

IS the time ripe for such a basic understanding? 
I am afraid it is not. It must take a long 

time before both sides in the Palestine controversy 

are able to adopt a broader and more tolerant 

view on the general situation. 

In the meantime we must strive for this goal by 
all means. In the first place we must continue to 
keep a cool-headed and humane attitude even in 
the face of bloody provocations. It was a glori- 
ous page in Palestine’s Jewish history when the 
Yishuv, with very few regrettable exceptions did 
not answer in kind to the guerilla warfare con- 
ducted against us in recent months. 

We shall not, however, be contented with heroic 
suppression of primitive instincts calling for re- 
taliation and vengeance. We must go a step fur- 
ther. We must take the initiative in creating 
friendly relations with our neighbors in Palestine. 
Should such friendship be rejected by the Arab 
people as a whole it must at least be reached with 
individuals and groups among them. We must 
give the Arab language a more prominent place 
in our schools and we must also learn more about 
Arab customs and habits. 


THE WAY TO PEACE 
WITHOUT giving up any of our fundamental 


rights we shall at the same time fully respect 
the rights of others. This applies less to practical 
infringements—we could not ignore Arab rights 
even if we desired to—than to the occasional loose 
language of self-styled leaders and journalists, 
especially outside of Palestine. We cannot afford 
any more unrealistic slogans like the famous 
“Palestine as Jewish as England is English’. They 
served as a most efficient weapon for anti-Jewish 
propaganda among the Arabs. We must no long- 
er furnish the Arab extremist leaders with such 
excellent propaganda material. 

As matters now stand we cannot expect a Jew- 
ish-Arab peace to be established soon by the magic 
wand of an ingenious leadership. The Jewish- 
Arab understanding must not be considered a job 
for political leaders only. The efforts of such 
leaders will be futile unless friendly inter-relations 
are established by a growing number of individuals 
of both peoples. Peace with Arabs must therefore 
be the goal of every Jewish man and woman in 
Palestine. To a certain degree this is the task 
even of the Jewish press in Galut, which must 
adopt a more responsible attitude in informing the 
Jewish masses about the situation in Palestine. 

The Jewish-Arab understanding is not an easy 
task. It is a slow and tedious process requiring 
much patience and forebearance, It is easier to 
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sow hatred among peoples than to establish peace 
and amity among them. It is a long way to the 
final goal, but there is no other road that would 
lead to it. There are no shortcuts in history. 


IN outlining the general prospects of a Jewish- 

Arab peace the writer is fully aware that many 
important questions connected with this problem 
have not been answered in this exposition. What 
shall be our attitude towards the Arab demand 
for a representative self-government in Palestine? 
How will a Jewish-Arab understanding affect the 
British position in the Near East? How are we 
going to solve the Arab labor problem? Such 
answers remain for another occasion. 
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In ENGLAND 


Fascism Disrupts British Jewry 





—London 

HE advance of Fascism in England has had a 

most curious effect on British Jewry. One 
might have thought that the first result of the 
appearance of the Fascist danger would be to con- 
solidate British Jews, make them close their ranks 
in an effort to create a greater unity. What has 
happened is exactly the reverse. Mosley’s invasion 
of the East End of London has given rise to a 
new internal struggle and schism within British 
Jewry. The nature, history and development of 
this struggle are of immense social interest and 
considerable importance to every Jewish commun- 
ity in the world, if for no other reason than to 
serve as an example of what is to be avoided under 
similar circumstances. If Great Britain has taught 
the world how to deal with Fascism in its nascent 
state, the Jewish community in Great Britain is 
teaching how not to deal with the effects of 
Fascism. 

Last summer when British Fascism raised its 
head and made its first appearance in the streets 
of the East End of London, a new Jewish organi- 
zation, the Jewish People’s Council, was formed 
to fight Fascism and anti-Semitism. The new body 
was launched at a conference of over two hundred 
delegates representing nearly a hundred Jewish 
organizations, chiefly from the East End of Lon- 
don. The Council has to its credit one of the big- 
gest and most constructive pieces of anti-Fascist 
work in England—the now famous obstruction of 
the Blackshirt’s demonstration in the East End 
last October, an event which will doubtless form 
a landmark in the history of the British struggle 
against Fascism and probably also in the Jewish 
history of London. 

If ever a Jewish organization has accurately 
expressed the sentiments and moods of the great 
mass of the Jewish people in England, it certainly 
is the Jewish people’s Council. It was formed 
spontaneously in response to a great danger and 
its activity seems to flow from the innermost 
depths of the Jewish people in the East End, as is 
clearly evidenced by the almost miraculous growth 
of the new organization and by the enthusiasm 
with which its activity is met by the people. 

More important than this, however, is the fact 
that the Jewish People’s Council is the first Jewish 
organization where Jewish youth—the generation 
of young Jews who were born and raised in the 
East End of London—is attempting to express its 
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newly awakened interest in Jewish affairs and de- 
sire for Jewish social activity in a time of grave 
social danger to the Jews. A manifestation of this 
kind would have been considered as one of utmost 
importance among any people. It is of still greater 
significance among Jews because Jewish youth, as 
is well known, does not, as a rule, remain with the 
community, but leaves the Jewish group for the 
wider opportunities in the non-Jewish world. One 
might have thought, therefore, that the attempt 
of Jewish youth to come to the aid of its people 
in time of crisis would have been welcomed by the 
older Jewish bodies. Yet exactly the reverse has 
happened, From the very beginning the new Jew- 
ish People’s Council has met with rebuke, admon- 
ition and discouragement, and now the opposition 
which has been growing since last summer has 
burst forth in an outbreak of antagonism, hostility 
and abuse which would be almost unintelligible in 
any other community outside England. The Board 
of Jewish Deputies, the official Jewish body in 
England, the official and unofficial Jewish Press, 
the various Jewish leaders, in a word, the whole 
of the official Jewish opinion in England has risen 
in an outburst of wrath and indignation against the 
Jewish People’s Council. 


The chief reason for this strange manifestation 
seems to be that the Jewish People’s Council is not 
affliated with the Board of Jewish Deputies, and 
according to Victorian tradition all activities of 
British Jewry must emanate from that august body 
or not at all. This is, however, only the superficial 
reason for the attack. There is still another rea- 
son, one not so widely known but certainly more 
fundamental. The new strugggle between Board 
and Council goes to the very depths of the social 
organization of British Jewry brought into promi- 
nence by the advance of Fascism. 


HE great fact about British Jewry which is 

almost always overlooked, is that the Jewish 
community in Great Britain (as elsewhere) is not 
a homogeneous group with a single interest and 
no divisions. Most of the misunderstandings 
about the Jews in the non-Jewish world arise from 
this fundamental error of treating the Jewish com- 
munity as a single entity. The trouble is that this 
error seems to be shared by Jews as well, and is 
causing no less mischief within Jewry than outside 
It. 
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Perhaps there was a time, several generations 
ago, when the Jewish community in England was 
a single indivisible group, in the religious, econ- 
omic, political and every other sense. But that 
time is gone. British Jewry is now divided and 
sub-divided according to class interests, according 
to psychological make-up of the various sections 
of its population, and according to the cultural and 
politial views of these various sections. If the 
Board of Deputies were a really democratic or- 
ganization flexible enough to include all ele- 
ments of British Jewry, the People’s Council could 
very well have found its place within the Board, 
even as all elements of the British population 
find their places in the House of Commons. 


But the Board, although it likes to be consid- 
ered a sort of “Jewish Parliament” and copies 
some of the superficial customs of the House of 
Commons, is far from being a democratic body, 
and it certainly does not represent all sections of 
British Jewry. At best the Board in its present 
form resembles the House of Commons as it was 
in the period of “Rotten Boroughs” before the 
great Parliamentary reforms took place. 


Until the end of the War, the Board of Depu- 
ties was the mouthpiece of only one group of Brit- 
ish Jewry, of the so-called Anglicised and Assimi- 
lationist Jews who also happened to be economi- 
cially the higher Jewish middle class, the class of 
Jewish “Big Business” and finance. After the 
War and the Balfour Declaration came the revolt 
of the East-European Jewish immigrants in Eng- 
land, who formed economically the Jewish lower 
middle class. These people demanded and won rep- 
resentation on the Board on the strength of their 
Nationalist and Zionist claims. The fight be- 
tween the Assimilationists and Zionists, as those 
who remember it know, was a long and bitter one, 
and it is very doubtful whether the Zionists would 
have won if not for the fact that the Mandatory 
power for Palestine happened to be Great Britain, 
and Zionism could not very well be opposed on 
patriotic grounds. The Zionists, who certainly 
represented a more democratic Jewish element 
than the anglicised Assimilationist Jews, won a 
decided victory. The Jewish Board of Deputies 
as it is made up at present represents almost equal- 
ly both sections of the Jewish Middle Class, the 
higher and the lower, otherwise known as the 
Assimilationists and Zionists, or the immigrant and 
anglicised Jews. 

But there is still one other section of British 
Jewry which has grown up of late, and which is 
not represented on the Board. This is a section 
which is as distinct from the Jewish higher and 
lower middle classes as the British Labour Party 
is distinct from the Conservative and Liberal Par- 
ties. Economically, the interests of this Jewish 
section are not those of the big Jewish financier, 
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not even those of the Jewish shopkeeper. They 
are the interests of the Jewish working people and 
of the poor Jewish traders. A good many of these 
people are immigrants, but the initiative of the 
group has now passed to the younger generation 
born and raised in England. Psychologically, 
these young people quite naturally have a different 
outlook upon social events, including also Jewish 
problems, from the big Jewish financiers and in- 
dustrialists, and even the Jewish shopkeeper, big 
and small. Until recently these people took no 
interest in Jewish affairs at all. The new Fascist 
danger to Jews has brought them nearer to the 
Jewish community and its interests. They are 
eager to do their share in the great work of Jew- 
ish defence against Fascism, but on this question, 
too, their views naturally differ from those of the 
other sections represented on the Board of Jew- 
ish Deputies. 


FOR a long time the attitude of the Board of 

Jewish Deputies towards the Fascist and anti- 
Jewish activity in England was that it had to be 
ignored entirely. True to the policy of the old 
assimilationist Jew which still dominates the 
Board, that body held that the less said about 
Mosley’s anti-Semitism the better, No noise, no 
protests, no special Jewish activity; just the old 
backdoor diplomacy, private appeals to prominent 
non-Jews and wire-pulling behind the stage—this 
was the programme and policy of the Board,—a 
policy consistent with the whole of the Board’s 
activity since the rise of the Nazi regime. For the 
Board has persistently refused to join the boycott 
of Nazi goods; it has opposed all Jewish street 
demonstrations and public protests against Nazi- 
ism in Germany. It counselled the same policy as 
regards Fascism in England. 


It is chiefly to the credit of the Zionist element 
that this policy of the assimilationist Jews on the 
Board has been considerably modified after a long 
fight. The Board has now recognized the need for 
an open Jewish fight on anti-Semitism in England. 
It has issued an appeal for a £10,000 Defence 
Fund. It is now organizing big open-air meetings 
against anti-Semitism in Hyde Park and in other 
sections of London and in the country. It is issu- 
ing literature refuting anti-Semitic lies, and it was 
not even afraid to range itself behind the recent 
“Ritual Murder” trial of Arnold Leese. In a 
word, the Board has once more accepted the point 
of view of the immigrant Jew as opposed to that 
of the assimilationist on an important Jewish 
issue, 


But it has accepted this view only with consid- 
erable modification. Even at present that entire 
activity of the Board against the anti-Semitic ac- 
tivities of the Fascists reduces itself to what can 
be most accurately described as an anti-defamation 
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campaign. All the resources of the Board are di- 
rected only to refutation of Fascist and anti-Sem- 
itic statements. Nothing else is of any interest or 
concern to the Board. The official view of the 
leaders is that the Jewish community as such is 
not opposed to Fascism, but only to the anti-Sem- 
itic activities of the Fascists. Mosley is simply 
misguided in his anti-Jewish activity. Should he 
abandon his anti-Jewish pogrom activity, the 
Board would have no quarrel to pick with him. 
In any event, the wider aspects of the anti-Fascist 
struggle are no concern of the Board. 


This view, quite consistent with the interests of 
the leading section of the Board, is naturally not 
shared by the masses of the Jewish working men 
and women in the East End, who are represented 
on the Jewish People’s Council. Their view is 
that to reduce anti-Fascist activity to a mere anti- 
defamation campaign is woefully inadequate and 
futile. The German Jews conducted a far more 
effective anti-defamation campaign in Germany be- 
fore the Nazis came into power, and yet all their 
efforts were in vain. Fascism cannot be conquered 
merely by publishing leaflets refuting the anti-Sem- 
itic lies of the Fascists. Fascism is a great social 
evil which must be fought and destroyed as a 
whole. It is quite impossible to separate the anti- 
Semitic part of the Fascist activity from the rest 
of its work. Fascism and anti-Semitism are in- 
separable and it is not possible to fight one with- 
out the other. The Jews must in this case unite 
with all other sections of the non-Jewish commu- 
nity who are fighting for Democracy and freedom 
and, in co-operation with these social forces, fight 
the evil as a whole. The beast must be destroyed 
entirely, not merely have his anti-Semitic tooth 
drawn. This latter task is quite impossible of 
achievement, and all Jewish efforts in this exclu- 
sive direction are bound to be futile. 


It is for this reason that the Council advocates 
a fight on anti-Semitism and Fascism, while the 
Board limits itself to a refutation of anti-Jewish 
statements of the Fascists. Because of its wider 
programme the Council can also be more active 
and energetic in its work, Its activity is not iso- 
lated from the rest of the forces of the commu- 
nity, and it does not appear so small and selfish 
in its objects. Above all, it is an activity which, as 
experience has shown, is more conducive to results 
than the mere holding of meetings in Hyde Park 
to refute the Fascists’ anti-Semitic lies. The Jew- 
ish People’s Council can claim to have accom- 
plished within a few months something which 
years of Board work could not have done. If the 
British Parliament has now been moved to take 
drastic steps against Fascist activity, it certainly is 
not because of the anti-defamation campaign of 
the Board, but because of the larger activity of 
the Jewish Council together with all other demo- 
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cratic forces against Fascism as a whole. 


EREIN lies the fundamental difference be- 
tweén the Board and the Council in the new 
and highly important struggle which has arisen. 
The significance of this fight for Jews outside Eng- 
land lies in the fact that it goes to show that the 
rise of Fascism has brought a new social force 
into Jewish life, one which has hitherto kept aloof 
from Jewry and from its limited interests. Jewish 
Labor and Jewish youth are awakening to the 
crisis facing Jewry throughout the world and they 
are eager to come to the aid of the Jewish commu- 
nity. If that community is wise and free from 
those very Fascist tendencies against which it 
fights, it will give these people an opportunity to 
do their part in the crisis which is facing all Jews 
at present and for which the united forces of all 
sections of the Jewish community are needed. 


November 27, 1936 
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In POLAND 





“Come and Take It... ..” 


A MERE word, concealing a mighty problem, 

perhaps the greatest problem which affects 
the Jewish masses of Poland today is “Stragon”’, 
what is known in this country as a stand in a public 
market. Yet it is somewhat different, one might 
say, rather a cross between a pushcart and a stand. 
I saw thousands of such “pushcart-stands” in the 
Polish-Jewish towns. On market-days, when peas- 
ants flock to the towns from nearby villages, to sell 
a fowl, a measure of wheat, or a couple of pigs, 
and to buy in return a pair of boots, a bit of white 
muslin for a shirt, or perhaps a dozen spikes, the 
“Stragons’’ are arrayed like a formidable army 
through the length and breadth of the market- 
place, leaving only a narrow lane for passers-by. It 
gives the impression of a crazy patch-work quilt. 
All tne colors of the world, green, blue, black, red, 
white, with all their kaleidescopic tints and shades, 
are spread out upon the stands, alternating hues in 
the sun. On closer approach, one observes the dis- 
played wares: cheap leather boots, calico-dresses, 
pocket knives, nails, sacks, and everything from 
writing paper to material for a pair of trousers. 
Peasant boys and girls trample heavily among 
the wooden shacks, foraging among the wares, 
bargaining loudly; they finally walk away, seldom 
having purchased anything. The “merchants” 
however stand glued to their places, waiting grim 
and silent for the approach of a customer. I come 
nearer and scrutinize these “merchants.” Heads, 
faces, beards, gaze at me over the “Stragons”, 
old women with wrinkled foreheads, young boys 
in caps, girls with shawls over their backs, they are 
all Jews, with sad, sparkling, shifting eyes. I buy 
something, engage in a conversation and ask the 
price of the whole lot on some shelf. 

“Oh, these wares are worth a mint of money, 
about 200 zlotys (40 dollars)”, an old, gray- 
bearded “businessman” replies. “They were 
bought with the money which my children sent me 
from America. One could perhaps live, if not for 
the cursed taxes.” Another man relates: “One 
makes a living somehow. We buy here and there. 
Of course, there is the boycott, yet somehow, some 
peasants do show up and buy. Of course, we sell 
cheaper than the others. If only I had more 
money to invest All! my stock amounts to 50 
zlotys. Can one do business with such a sum? 
Yet we are comparatively rich! There are 
Stragons here with stocks amounting to no more 
than 10 zlotys. If not for the Gmilat Hasodim 


® by Samuel Margoshes 


loans (benevolent associations which do not 
charge any interest) one could not even have that 
much !”’ 


I visit this Benevolent Loan office, housed in a 
small building at the edge of the market-place. A 
young man with a trim beard and energetic eyes 
opens the books for me. “Almost the whole town 
applies to us for loans,” he declares. “Some of the 
money comes from America, while some is con- 
tributed by the wealthier merchants. We make 
loans from 10 to 50 zlotys. No, we do not re- 
quire collateral. .. We trust everybody. After all, 
we know practically everyone, and we know who 
is who. Of course, they used to pay more regu- 
larly before, but not so now—since the boycott. 
Yet they do pay, little by little. They know, that 
once they cease paying, they may as well close up 
shop and practically the whole town lives off the 
‘Stragon’ today.” Yes they live, not saying what 
kind of a life.” All over Poland, throughout the 
length and breadth of the country, in every Jew- 
ish city and town, the “Stragons” stand arrayed 
row upon row, and behind them stand tens of 
thousands of Jewish bread-winners, men, women 
and children, whole families depending upon them 
for a living. All through the day, summer and 
winter, through rain and snow and shine, they 
stand in the wooden shacks, waiting for a custo- 
mer. Except on “market-days”, a peasant seldom 
strays in, yet, they stand and wait, perhaps, per- 
haps ... Nothing ever comes of this waiting, and 
if one takes in a zloty (20 cents) during the day, 
it is indeed a rare piece of luck. One does not 
always meet with such good fortune, however. 


Yet even upon this miserable “Stragon”, the 
Poles are casting covetous eyes, seeking to 
wrest it from the Jews. One hears talk of the 
“Stragon” everywhere; in government circles 
among the Endeks, and among the peasants, One 
might say that the “Stragon” has become the 
bone of contention in Polish party politics. A 
veritable storm over the “Stragon”’ | 


The Endeks can claim priority in this respect. 
They were the first to have discovered the ‘“‘Stra- 
gon”’ as a political issue. They were instrumental 
in inciting the peasants against the “Stragon.” 
The peasant suffers bitterly. He has not enough 
land to eke out an existence . What little he does 
have, he must rent from the wealthy landowner 
for exorbitant rents. The produce which he 
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brings to the city he is compelled to sell for next to 
nothing. On the other hand, he must pay, for the 
bit of muslin, or few yards of calico, or pair of 
shoes, out of all proportion to. the prices he re- 
ceives for his products. The result is that when 
he returns home he has nothing to show for his 
hard-earned pennies. Of course, he spent some 
of these pennies for drinks, and the rest perhaps 
for worthless knick-knacks. Who is to blame then? 
To whom did he give his hard-earned money? To 
the Jew, of course! The Jews keep the “Stragons” 
and suck the last drop of blood out of the poor, 
harassed peasant . . . So runs the shabby argu- 
ment. 

The Endeks found opportunity not only to en- 
gage in their usual Jew-baiting, but to further 
their own interests as well. “If the Jews are so 
concerned over the ‘Stragon’, it must be a good 
business”, they reasoned. ‘We shall go into busi- 
ness for ourselves!’’ And they went about the 
business of wresting the ‘‘Stragon” from Jewish 
hands. They thought of liquidating the ‘“‘Stragon”’ 
altogether by creating consumer’s cooperatives in 
the villages, so that the peasant had no need to go 
to the city and shop in the “Stragon’”. They soon 
found, however, that the peasant went to the 
“Stragon” anyway, so the next best move was to 
take this only means of livelihood from the Jew 
altogether. The Endeks did not have to worry 
about capital to invest in the new (non-Jewish) 
“Stragon.” In the first place they control most 
of the village cooperatives, and funds can be di- 
verted from there and invested in the new city ven- 
tures. Then, too, in order to make the peasant 
“Stragon”’-conscious and to draw his attention 
away from many other burning issues, the peerage 
and rich landowners do not stint any money. There 
is enough for everything and everybody, including 
the “Stragon”, the party treasury and party poli- 
ticians. 

Why, one may ask, is the “country-gentleman” 
sO anxious to involve the peasant in “‘success- 
dreams” around the “Stragon”? ‘The reason is 
simple, although momentous: The nobleman owns 
the land, and the peasant has for a long time de- 
manded a good portion of it. He knows that east- 
ward, in the Soviet Union, the peasants have taken 
all the land. Here in Poland, his party, the Peas- 
ant’s Party, has been agitating for many years for 
the parcelling out of larger land-holdings. The 
Peasant’s Party contends that the lack of land is 
at the root of all of the peasant’s suffering and 
misery, and that the only solution to his problem 
lies in the confiscation and parcelling of the larger 
landed estates. The landowners sense this grow- 
ing menace of a strong Peasant Party. They can 
no longer cope with this stubborn, incessant cry 
for land, land, and more land. So, characteristic- 
ally enough of any threatened ruling class, the 
land-owners began a campaign to divert the peas- 
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ants, and show them that it is in the city, not in the 
village, that their salvation lies. What splendid 
possibilities for the peasant and his children to find 
a livelihood—and what a clever plan! It would 
quiet the seething discontent of the peasant and 
save the gentry! Thus the Endeks have discov- 
ered a new trick to serve the interests of the land- 
owners: in the “Stragon”. The slogan is much 
simpler, it can be readily sold to the peasant 
masses. ‘‘Don’t bother with land-parcelling, seize 
the Stragon.” 

The Endeks have struck a good bargain. The 
nobility keeps on paying handsomely. The party- 
treasury groans under the burden of heavy con- 
tributions. Some of this money, very conveniently 
finds its way into the pockets of party function- 
aries. So, the boycott.is on, in full blast. Now, 
(non-Jewish) “Stragons” spring up over night 
like mushrooms. The last, Jewish, economic 
stronghold is under fire in every Polish market- 
place. 

The government, of course, has its own advan- 
tages. ‘‘Parcelling’’ would not be such a bad idea. 
It would once and for all throw something to the 
peasants to “choke on”, and it would at the same 
time serve to take the wind out of the sails of 
the Peasant’s Party which has lately become rad- 
ical and very demanding. Last August the peas- 
ants held a “Party Day” at which close to a mil- 
lion people participated. And, no wonder! One 
heard words there which were quite revolutionary! 
They advocated no more and no less than the im- 
mediate seizure of the large, landed estates, and 
their partition among the peasants. The Peas- 
ant’s Party can afford the luxury of such a demand, 
the government can not. It counts the rich land 
owners among its staunchest and most influential 
supporters. Then, it could never think of “‘par- 
celling” without making due reparations for the 
confiscated land, and where is the government to 
get the money for such reparations? Anyway, 
land-parcelling is out of the question. So the 
“Stragon” is an excellent substitute. What if it 
did originate with the opposing party, the Endeks? 
After all, the Endeks have no monopoly over the 
“Stragon” idea, even as they do not monopolize 
boycott, or the pogrom-waves, for that matter. 
The government can expand this idea upon a 
mass-scale. If the Endeks take money from the 
gentry and open up “‘Stragons”’ for the peasants, 
the government goes them one better. It takes 
treasury-money, and opens up whole blocks of 
“Stragons” to be given away to non-Jews only. 
Moreover, the government can take away the 
“Stragon” from the Jews merely by calling in the 
old permits and issuing new ones. Thus, through 
much red tape many Jews are eliminated and their 
“Stragons” are given to the new applicants. It is 
a tried and true method in Poland. 


This is the logic and tactic which the govern- 
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ment now applies in the Jewish towns. The gov- 
ernment has levelled its own “howitzers” against 
the “Stragon”. Poor Jewish ‘“‘Stragon’’! 

The peasant is shrewd and crafty. He cannot 
be easily fooled. The Peasant’s Party, at present 
is the shrewdest party in the country. If it is a 
question of the “Stragon” they put on a pious 
mien and claim a rake-off. “It’s ours, of course,” 
they say, “everything belongs to us, including the 
land.” 

The Peasant’s Party is well aware of the fact 
that the ‘‘Stragon” will not solve the peasants’ 
problems. The peasant is not a business man, and 
all his ventures in that direction were crowned 
with failure. The Jew is too clever a competitor 
to be thus easily foiled. And then, too, he can 
see through the thinly-veiled, real purpose of the 
“Stragon’”’ movement, that of diverting the peas- 
ant’s attention from land parcelling, the only effec- 
tive solution to his burning problem. The Peas- 
ant’s Party certainly takes cognizance of all the 
implications involved. Two years ago it came out 
with the slogan, ‘“‘No Stragons, Land-Parcelling”’. 
Yet the Peasant’s Party is no fool. It will not 
permit other parties, including the government to 
steal an issue. The other parties yell ‘“Stragon”— 
well, the peasants can yell just as loud—with one 
exception, however. They add land-parcelling to 
their slogan. ‘“Stragon and Land-parcelling”’, is 
their cry. 

A peasants’ newspaper presents an odd pic- 
ture indeed, nowadays. On one side the nobleman’s 
castle with its extensive fields holds out a prom- 
ise of plenty, while on the other, the Jewish 
“Stragon”’ is groaning under the heavy load of fine 
goods. The pictures are a. sight to make one’s 
eyes bulge, and one’s mouth water. “Here”, they 
say to the peasant, “it is all yours, come and 
take it”. 
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AVUKAH will hold its Twelfth Annual Convention in 
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to discuss organizational questions and Zionist prob- 
lems. The Convention will direct itself particularly to 
the problems of orienting Zionist activity to the in- 
dividual student. 
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: ARABS has hoped to cripple Jewish economy by 
their general strike and to starve out the inhabitants 
of the Jewish cities. From time to time sensational reports 
of a food crisis in Tel Aviv were spread in the Arabic 
newspapers. If Jewish economy has in reality maintained 
itself, and the Jewish population has suffered no serious 
lack of necessities, this is to be attributed to three things: 
First of all, to the fact that through the undisturbed work 
in the harbor of Haifa the import of goods from outside 
the country continued in its old path; secondly, to the 
opening of the jetty in Tel Aviv, which created a supple- 
mentary place for unloading; thirdly, to the fact that the 
Jewish agricultural settlements were able in an exemplary 
way to take care of the demand for fresh milk on the part 
of the Jewish population, and also to a certain extent of 
the demand for milk products (cheese, butter) and vege- 
tables. Just as once already, during the World War, the 
Jewish agricultural settlements, at that time still very small 
in number, played a decisive role in the’ provision of the 
Yishuv with the necessities of life, so these settlements have 
once again stood the test well. 

In many respects the condition of Jewish economy forced 
upon it by the strike has turned out for the good. The 
jetty in Tel Aviv would never have been started, in spite 
of the fact that it has been demanded by the Jewish popu- 
lation for years, if the Jaffa harbor had not been shut down 
by the strike thereby demonstrating the crying need for 
the jetty in Tel Aviv. The increase of the Jewish sec- 
tion of the police, though demanded again and again by 
the Jews, would not have been effected if the Government 
had not perceived, as a result of the strike and the deeds 





JEWISH ECONOMY AFTER THE STRIKE 
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of violence which took place as a consequence, the impos- 
sibility of controlling the scene without a large num- 
ber of new Jewish policemen, and if the Jewish youth had 
not, under the pressure of events, seen the necessity of 
enlisting in the police service. The increased attraction of 
Jews to the public works (highway construction, railway 
service, harbor service) would not have succeeded if the 
Government had not been convinced by the strike that in 
the maintenance of the means of communication it could 
not rely upon the Arab section of the population. The 
increased attraction of Jewish workers to the old agricul- 
tural colonies would not have succeeded if the Jewish 
plantation owners had not been left without Arab labor 
as a result of the strike. 

These are all posts which have been regained through 
the strike. But a weak point has been exposed, which we 
still must strengthen. That is the independent provision of 
the city inhabitants with those necessities which spoil easily, 
and which in general cannot be imported from outside the 
country, but must be produced within the country itself. 
We are concerned here—since fresh milk, as mentioned 
above, is already produced by the Jewish settlements in 
adequate amounts—chiefly with the provision of vegetables. 
The production of vegetables has always been the step- 
child in Jewish colonization. In the old colonies it did 
not even exist, and in the new colonies also the planting 
of vegetables has only been hesitantly begun, because the 
cultivation of vegetables requires a great deal of hand-labor, 
and for this reason it was believed to be impossible to meet 
the competition of the Arabs. Only in the last few years 
has vegetable cultivation won new ground, through the 














a | 











Dancing and Entertainment each 
night during the holiday season 
with a gala time of merriment 
on New Year's Eve including an 
elaborate banquet, noisemak- 


ers, novelties, etc. Rolls 


Complimentary to Our Guests 
Registered on the American Plan 


The 
BREAKERS 


ATLANTIC CITY, NEW JERSEY |] on page7....... 
7 On the Boardwalk 9 
_and the 
NEW YEAR'S EVE Free Book Plan 
‘ SUPPER MENU : 
Convenient to all Piers and amusements Chiles Fields © on e 94 
n es ee 
Invites you to attend the ‘Bete a Celery sid pag a 
Gala Hanukeh and New Year's Festivities Pm nr > ? 


Cucumber Rings 
Canape o 
Roast Half 
Chestnut Stuffing 
Pommes Fondante 
Petites Peas a la Francaise 
Arcadia Salad 
Petite Fours 
After Dinner Mints 


Unexcelled Kosher cuisine served from two separate meat and 
dairy kitchens by expert chefs under the supervision of a staff of 
competent mashgichim headed by Rabbi Saul Backstein. 

HOT AND COLD SEA WATER IN ALL ROOMS 


RESERVE NOW! EMANUEL E. KATZ, Managing Director 


| 
? 


Have you 
considered 


our special 
Introductory Offer 

































































Foie-Gras 
pring Chicken 






Here is a pleasant and 
profitable chance to add 
to your library] 


















Here is an inexpensive 
way to introduce us to 
your friendly circle! 





AAA 













Turn to pages 7 and 24— 
fetch your pencil— 


Act Now! 
AAAAAAADU0000000000000000000000004 







~ 
OWVY 
























in 


0S- 
im- 
had 

of 
of 
way 
the 
- in 
uld 
The 
cul- 
yish 
bor 


ugh 


of 
ily, 


elf. 
ned 
, in 
sles. 
tep- 
did 
ting 


bor, 
neet 
ears 


the 


shaban 


< 
O 





VY 








DECEMBER 1936 


extension of the Jewish market and the introduction of 
new technical methods. In the year 1935-36 the land 
planted with vegetables in the Jewish settlements already 
amounted to 3,500 dunam, and 5,000 dunam are set aside 
for vegetable cultivation for the year 1936-37. But even 
that is insufficient by far to meet the needs of the Jewish 
population. It is necessary, particularly in the neighborhood 
of Tel Aviv, where water and land in great range are avail- 
able for vegetable cultivation, to increase the cultivated sur- 
face still further, in order to provide the Jewish population 
in Tel Aviv and Jerusalem with vegetables from this region. 
This can be done by a further extension of the cultivated 
area in the existing settlements as well as by the settlement 
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PEACE AND NO PEACE 


y torr PALESTINIAN atmosphere is slowly clearing. 
After six months of terrorism, Jews and Arabs are 
gradually resuming normal social contacts. Bright red 
Arab fezzes once again bob up and down the streets of 
Tel Aviv and nervous tension no longer disrupts personal 
relationships between the two peoples. Immediately after 
the “general strike” was called off, Keostinia villagers in- 
vitingly flourished a banner inscribed with the Hebrew word, 
shalom (peace). And on the boundary of Ramat Hacovesh 
(a settlement that bore the brunt of attacks for many 
months) Arab shepherds came to graze their flocks. When 
approached by Jewish watchmen, the herdsmen replied: 
“What has been, has been. Henceforward, peace be be- 
tween us.’ The shepherds also requested that the Ramat 
Hacovesh bus no longer detour around their district: “We 
promise no harm will befall you.” Even more significant 
for the peace of the country is the united protest which 
both Jewish and Arab locomotive drivers employed by the 
Palestine Government railway made on November 23rd. 
Upon hearing that the working week would be increased 
from forty-eight to sixty hours, Arab trainmen realized that 
they could fight the measure only by solidarity with their 
Jewish fellow-workers. This cooperation, the first official 
act of reconciliation since the strike was discontinued, lays 
a sound foundation of harmony for the future. 


But despite rapprochement attempted by Arabs and Jews, 
chauvinist Arab leaders continue actively hostile. As early 
as October 10th, Auni Bey-Abdul Hadi, Secretary of the 
Arab Higher Committee, warned the High Commissioner 
that Arabs were ending their economic protest (the “gen- 
eral strike”—but only with a “broken heart’). The implica- 
tions of that threat are now very much in evidence. As 
late as the end of November, one month after the strike 
was formally terminated, the course of Jewish pedestrians 
in the Old City of Jerusalem was suddenly cut short when 
they were attacked by showers of stones hurled at them 
from ambush. To the present day, terrorist gangsters still 
snipe at British troops, fire occasional shots at Jewish settle- 
ments, and even show their sympathy for Mussolini by raid- 
ing the Ethiopian monastery. According to Davar—the 
Jewish labor daily—Palestine Arab nationalists are arrang- 
ing to take part in the forthcoming Fascist conference in 
Italy, and the Grand Mufti (Moslem church-head in Pal- 
estine and one of the ex-strike leaders) has announced his 
intention of forming a Fascist Iron Guard. Organized 
terror persists not merely against the Jew, but against the 
Arab as well. A-Difaa, an Arab paper, loudly calls for 
an anti-Jewish boycott and, to assure the success of the 
enterprise, prints a blacklist of all Arabs seen buying from 





of groups on new territory. The cultivation of vegetables 
has this advantage, that the settler even after a few months 
has an income from the sale of his produce, and that the 
land can in many cases bear two crops yearly. This would 
not only bring young people anew into agriculture, but 
would also lessen unemployment, and in the future, as has 
already happened in the field of milk production, put us on 
our own Re in this field also, so that we would not be 
dependent on non-Jewish producers. What is necessary 
for the attainment of this goal is additional funds. 
The fund of the Bitzaron Ubitachon would accomplish a 
very important piece of work from every point of view if 
it could place these means at our disposal; it would thus 
strengthen the foundation of Jewish life in Palestine. 


®@ by Daniel Fineman 


Jews. But this is not the only form of terrorization used. 
The lives of individual Arabs, both picked victims and in- 
nocent persons, are still in danger. A striking instance of 
these persistent acts of violence occurred on November 20th 
when gangsters slinked into the town of Beit Dagan, (an 
Arab village), and ominously surrounded the house of a 
prominent Arab. Their murder-bent vigilence was acciden- 
tally discovered by an eight year old boy. Even while the 
lad cried out in alarm, a fusillade of shots—parting gift 
from the fleeing gangsters—mortally wounded the child 
who died soon after. Nor does the occasional murder of 
individuals complete the picture. For not only random 
villagers, but whole villages, show apprehension over the 
threat of the gangster descent. Thus, the Arab village of 
Beit-Amr (near Bethlehem) recently had to appeal to the 
government for arms in self-defense against attempted 
terroristic forays. 


THE STRANGE WAYS OF PACIFICATION 
While the Arab Higher Committee thus remains power- 
less or unwilling to stop the cut-throat machine it set in 
motion, the British administration still shilly-shallies in its 
attempt to restore order. Not before the last days in 
November did the military seriously undertake to drive 
blood-thirsty brigands from out their dens in the hills about 
Nablus. At first the Government actually dickered with 
the outlaws by agreeing that if the pose Hi disbanded 
within twelve days, they might retain their weapons,—pre- 
sumably for future use against Jews. But since the bandits 
neither disarmed nor disbanded, army engineers finally 
took possession of the hills. Today barbed wire fences 
dot most strategic points near Nablus. Meanwhile, ap- 
parently by way of pacification, British authorities continue 
to pay regular salaries to Arab teachers detained in the 
prison camp at Sarafend for incitation to violence. The 
Mandatory even countenances ‘the glorification of brigands 
and brigandry in the Arab press, which carries front page 
reports featuring the capers of Fawiz-Bey-el-Kawakagi. 
This man, self-styled commander-in-chief of the Arab ter- 
rorists, openly brags of having made perfect ninnies out 
of the 25,000 British soldiers quartered in Palestine. 
Countless fantastic legends concerning Fawzi's former an- 
tics and pages of boastfulness on what Fawzi may do if 
the Royal Commission adopts anti-nationalist recommenda- 
tions keep the Arabian readers’ imagination at the boiling 
point. 
FRUITS OF HAVLAGA . 
The double provocation by Arab nationalists and the 
Mandatory power does not dismay the Yishuv (Jewish 
settlement). Palestine Jewry realizes that havlaga (fore- 
bearance) and pluck in the face of handicaps have yielded 
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economic as well as moral rewards. For as the terroristic 
clouds lift, everyone recognizes that the last six months, 
though so full of tragedy, have produced a favorable bal- 
ance on the credit side of the ledger. The anti-Zionist dis- 
turbances served to demonstrate that the yishuv is definitely 
rooted in the country. Economically, the Jewish popula- 
tion has attained a position of strength unhoped for before 
the outrages began. All Arab efforts to starve out the Jew 
have only resulted in tripling Jewish truck-farming. The 
Jewish city no longer depends on the Arab smallholder for 
vegetables and greens. A similar boom struck dairy-prod- 
ucts; Jewish milk production now practically satisfies the 
needs of the entire yishuv. Poultry farming doubled its 
produce. Owing to wanton attacks on Jewish life, planta- 
tion owners saw the wisdom of increasing the number of 
Jewish employees. For the first time in its long torturous 
history, Petah Tikva, “mother of all moshavot’’, became a 
real Jewish settlement. In Tel Aviv the building of a 
port started a new era in the city’s history. From the 
jetty Jewish fishermen already ply their trade, and Jewish 
longshoremen haul boxes of home-grown oranges for ex- 
port. On November 16th, two new vessels flying the Jew- 
ish flag made their maiden voyage between the new Jewish 
port and Egypt. On the same day were launched two twen- 
ty-five ton lighters built in Eretz Israel for service at Tel 
Aviv. Palestinian Jews may soon have a fair sized merchant 
marine of their own. 


FOR THE COMMON GOOD 
These gains, almost forced upon the yishuv by Arab 
intransigence, naturally cause former ways of production and 
distribution to be overhauled. The yishuv is busily debat- 
ing whether or not it ought to return to the old modus 
operandi. Davar insists that it would be suicidal “to let 
Jewish vegetables go to rot and to have Zihron Jacob and 
Petah Tikva go back to their former status of half-Arab 
settlements. Jews cannot’ possibly re-enter the bloody Jaffa 
of April 18th and 20th unless radical changes be made 
there. It would be insane to destroy Tel Aviv’s new gate- 
way to the sea.” But though the yishuv cannot and should 
not surrender its newly-acquired economic positions, it rea- 
lizes the necessity of effecting an amicable understanding 
with Arab fellow-citizens. In the opinion of many Histad- 
rut leaders, since Palestine contains resources ample enough 
to satisfy the needs of both Jews and Arabs, the country 
can readily be developed for the common good of both peo- 
les. If neither section sought to dominate the other and 
th agred to live in a basis of parity, neighborly relations 
could easily be sustained. 


AIN HAROD'S CHECK 

That Eretz Israel is now ready to absorb new settlers 
has been dramatically illustrated by Ain Harod, the largest 
of Palestinian cooperatives. Last month, when celebrating 
its fifteenth anniversary, eight hundred enthusiastic workers 
thrilled to a man as Cashmar Levy rose and presented a 
check for $3,115 to Dr. Arthur Ruppin, representative of 
the Keren Hayesod, the national institution which backs 
agricultural settlements. (‘“Check!” cried the colony chil- 
dren who never saw one before, “What is a ‘check’?”) 
For many years skeptics doubted whether capital invested 
in cooperatives would ever be returned. Now, however, 
the settlers who received such assistance do more than re- 
pay. They proclaim: “This money that we refund will help 
establish a second generation of settlers. We've set up 
communes for ourselves and our children. But that’s not 
enough. Others in the Diaspora likewise have their eyes 
turned on Eretz Israel. By promptly meeting our financial 
obligations to the Keren Hayesod, we establish a tangible 
contact with those others who are to come hither.” 

This incident not only revealed that the yishuv success- 
fullv withstood its six months’ ordeal of arson, tree-uproot- 
ing, crop-burning, vandalism, and murder, but has also 
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encouraged the Jewish Agency to announce new facilities 
for returning to the land. The Agency proposes to establish 
twenty-five new agricultural settlements in the Beisen, Zeb- 
elun and Jordan valleys. These new additions will raise 
the number of settlements organized since the war to two 
hundred and thirteen. 


THE BACKWASH OF NORMALCY 

Eretz Israel is returning to unpleasant, as well as pleasant, 
aspects of normalcy. Now that sniping and bombing no 
longer keep one’s nerves on edge, some Jewish planters 
revert to their old tactics of boycotting the organized Jewish 
worker. And in Tel Aviv, anti-labor forces even dared to 
stage a dastardly onslaught on Jewish communal autonomy. 
The attack arose in connection with the mayoralty contest 
following the death of Tel Aviv’s former head, Meyer Di- 
zengoff. In choosing a new mayor, the six labor representa- 
tives out of the 15 members of the Tel Aviv City Council 
united 8 to 7. But Chelouche’s opponent, Dr. Rokeah, a 
die-hard reactionary, refused to accept his defeat on the 
ground that “the mere force of majority is worthless.” 
(Italics ours; Farmers’ Federation). Knowing that the 
appointment of municipal officers is subject to the official 
approval of th eHigh Commissioner, Dr. Rokeah manoeu- 
vred to have the British administration name him mayor 
instead of M. Chelouche, the electoral victor. Thus the 
petty personal ambition of a single individual has delivered 
a body-blow at the very heart of hard-won Jewish auton- 
omy rights in Palestine. 

However, this despicable act roused the yishuv to a pitch 
of indignation that would have been impossible six months 
ago. In days preceding the Arab strike, conservatives 
blinded by partisanship would have approved almost any 
policy aimed at the defeat of Histadrut representatives. 
But by November 1936, virtually the entire Hebrew press, 
—with the sole exception of Rokeah’s organ, Haboker— 
uniformly denounced Rokeah’s treacherous conduct. For 
the six-months’ baptism of fire and hatred has elevated the 
morale of all sections of Palestine Jewry. 


THE PASSING OF A GREAT PUBLICIST 

“This greater loftiness also evidenced itself in the manner 
whereby the yishuv reacted to the untimely death of Moshe 
Beilinson, great Labor publicist. 

For many years Moshe Beilinson was one of the directing 
editorial minds of the Davar. Born in Russia, he received 
his early education in Siberia where he first came in contact 
with the Socialist movement. After studying in the Uni- 
versities of Moscow, Freiburg and Basle, during war days 
he settled in Italy, there actively championing Zionism in 
the Italian Socialist and Zionist press. In 1924, Beilinson 
put his ideas into practice by coming to Eretz Israel. On 
Palestinian soil, he soon emerged as one of the most talented 
publicists of his generation. A tireless, quiet person, direct- 
ing the foremost paper in Palestine, this unpretentious tall 
man with greying hair soon proved one of the most power- 
ful factors in shaping the life of the yishuv. His writing 
immediately appealed to thousands of readers because of 
the directness of his speech. For the simplicity of his 
style derived not only from a scientific cast of mind but 
from a profound innate honesty. Transcending all partisan 
limitations, he became one of those unusual journalists 
who refused to apply one standard of measurement to 
friends and another foot-rule to foes. Though his articles 
and editorials voiced the sentiments of the Labor movement, 
Moshe Beilinson was nobody’s mouthpiece. Well-informed 
in political and economic affairs, the late editor-publicist 
cut off at the age of 46, presented that rare combination so 
much needed in Zionism at this time—the mentality of 
a man who always retained his broad European horizons, 
even while concentrating on the day-by-day problems of 
growing jewish Palestine. 
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DECEMBER 1936 


es BEGINNING of the present season has been auspi- 
cious for the League for Labor Palestine. New chap- 
ters have been formed and the old ones have launched 
their programs of cultural and social events which promise 
to be oustanding in content as well as in form. Communi- 
cations are coming in to headquarters from many parts of 
the country, inquiring about the activities of the League, 
and asking for assistance in the organization of new groups 
or in strengthening those already in existence. 


Organization and lecture tours were undertaken on be- 
half of our work, by a few of our leading members who 
visited outlying communities, having reached as far as Los 
Angeles. Miss Miriam Lipton, one of the founders of the 
Social Workers’ Chapter in New York, and at present the 
national chairman of the Social Workers’ Committee of the 
League, visited Los Angeles, Minneapolis, St. Paul, Detroit, 


and Cleveland, where she succeeded in laying the founda-_ 


tion for new chapters and organizing others. 


Mrs. Avis Shulman of Chicago a talented speaker, volun- 
teered her services to the League, having toured through 
the Mid-Western states in the month of November. She 
visited St. Louis, Cincinnati, Wichita, Tulsa, Omaha, Min- 
neapolis, St. Paul, and Milwaunee, where she addressed 
open forums, and organized new local chapters. Miss Ruth 
Rapaport, secretary of the Minneapolis League chapter, 
writes us: ‘We thank you for sending us Mrs. Shulman.” 
This brief, but telling comment reflects the sentiment of 
many of our friends whom Mrs. Shulman has contacted. 


Dr. Enzo Sereni, leader of the Hechalutz, who visited 
Chicago in November, also addressed chapters of the 
League. Adrian Schwartz, on a special tour, succeeded in 
making new contacts for the League. The new chapters 
that were formed during the month of November are those 
of Louisville, Ky., under the chairmanship of Mr, Frank 
Fonaroff; Detroit, with Mr. Harold Silver as chairman; 
St. Louis, under the leadership of Mrs. Rebecca R. Braun; 
and Tulsa, under the direction of Mr. Gershon Fenster. 


Dr. Herman Seidel of Baltimore, chairman of the Joint 
Committee for the Palestinie Workers’ Bank, toured several 
cities and organized local committees to obtain deposits for 
the Bank. Mr. George Gratz of Milwaukee, Dr. Albert 
K. Epstein, and Rabbi Solomon Goldman of Chicago, Rabbi 
Hillel Silver of Cleveland and were instrumental in the 
formation of the Bank Committees and in receiving deposits 
ranging up to $5,000.00. 


Rabbi Edward L. Israel, chairman of the American Com- 
mittee for Hechalutz, who has issued an appeal to the Jew- 
ish Welfare Funds in many communities, anticipates a wide 
and favorable response. 


Rabbi Samuel Wohl, national chairman of the League, 
was instrumental in obtaining $300.00 from the Jewish 
Welfare Fund in Cincinnati for the Hechalutz. Rabbi Wohl 
visited New York over the week-end of November 27th, 
in the course of which he addressed the Convention of the 
Palestine Labor Campaign. 


The League chapter of Chicago, and the Hebrew-speaking 
units of Greater New York raised $300.00 and $100.00 
respectively, for the Shiplacoff Memorial Fund of the Jew- 
ish National Fund. 


N. Y.—CHICAGO—CLEVELAND—PHILADELPHIA 
The Brooklyn Chapter, under the leadership of Miss 
Rose Stoloff and Mr. Harry A. Harrison, is progressing 
tapidly. It held a general meeting on November 30th 
which was addressed by Dr. Alexander S. Kohanski on 
“The Royal Commission to Palestine.” Plans are being 
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made for a Chanuka party to be held on Sunday night, 
December 13th. Termima Nimtzowitz, well-known artist, 
will exhibit her pictures and deliver a talk on Palestine art. 
On December 17th, the chapter will have a theatre party at 
the Maurice Schwartz Theatre. Miss Esther Baxt announces 
that the tickets have almost been sold out. . . . The Abraham 
Lincoln High School Chapter which was organized last 
spring, had its third session in October at the home of 
Mr. and Mrs. Samuel Rakowitz,.at which Dr. Alenander S. 
Kohanski spoke on “The Present Situation in Palestine.” 
This chapter promises to be a very active group in the 
League. It is planning a series of lectures and social events 
for the present season. . . . Manhattan Chapter announces 
a monthly “Discussion Series on Modern Jewish Life” to 
be led by Rabbi Joshua Trachtenberg. Other events of their 
season will include lectures on Palestine, and topics of 
general Jewish interest. . . . The Bronx Chapter opened 
its present season with a general meeting which was ad- 
dressed by Joseph Schlossberg and Philip Gingold. The 
Schlossberg Chapter also participated in that affair. The 
second meeting of the Bronx Chapter which was held on 
Sunday, November 22nd was addressed by Mr. Judah Wat- 
tenberg on “Justice Louis D. Brandeis”, and by Dr. Alex- 
ander S. Kohanski on “The Aims and Purposes of the 
League for Labor Palestine.” A Bronx Council has been 
organized under the leadership of Dr. H. Grushkin, for the 
purpose of developing new chapters in the borough. .. . 
The Hebrew-speaking groups had an open forum with Mr. 
Abraham Epstein, well-known Hebrew writer and critic, 
who spoke on “David Shimonovitz.’” Plans are being made 
for a Chanuka Party which will be held on Sunday, Decem- 
ber 13th, at the Society for the Advancement of Judaism. 
. . . The Social Workers’ Chapter held an open forum with 
Hayim Greenberg as the principal speaker, who addressed 
the audience on “International Aspects of Labor Zionism.” 


The League chapter of Chicago is sponsoring a weekly 
lecture series which started on October 15th and will extend 
through December 24th. The lectures deal with the econ- 
omic problems of the Jews in Eastern Europe, in America, 
and in Palestine. Among the lecturers are Rabbi S. Blumen- 
field, Meyer Halushka, Dr. Enzo Sereni, Judah Pilch, Pro- 
fessor Selig Pearlman, Samuel Goldsmith, Eli Bortniker, 
and Dr. Leo L. Honor. 


The Cleveland Professional Chapter held its annual din- 
ner on November 24th with Rabbi Barnett R. Brickner as 
the guest speaker. Professor Harry Goldblatt presided. 


The Philadelphia League Chapter started its annual open 
forum on November 9th with Rabbi Ira Eisenstein as guest 
speaker. The succeeding lectures will be given by Mr. 
Joseph Schlossberg and other outstanding speakers in the 
Labor Zionist movement. Mrs. H. Yarden, chairman of the 
Forum Committee, reports a large attendance. 





WORKERS’ BANK — YAKHIN 


We announce with pleasure the arrival of Abraham 
Dickenstein, who representing the interests of workers’ 
institutions in Palestine, has come to buy American 
agricultural machinery and automobiles. All friends 
of Labor Palestine will want to help to publicize and 
facilitate his important work both for the Workers’ 
Bank and Yakhin. A special pamphlet on Mr. Dick- 


enstein’s economic mission will be published soon. 
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MIAMI BEACH, FLORIDA 


One of Florida’s finer hotels, featuring an at- 
mosphere, cuisine, service and appointments 
nationally recognized for their perfection. 
Every recreation . . Of course the 
famous Frank Seiden management assures 
you a perfect vacation. 

: bee BEAUTIFUL OUTDOOR SWIMMING POOL } 





AND CABANAS DIRECTLY ON PREMISES | 
| Modified American clan or Evropecn Plan if preferred - Dietary laws observed 


Hotels eader Frank Selden management: 


Fleridion Hotel, Miami Beach, Fla. Hellywood Hotel, West End, N. J. 
Grond Hotel, Highmnount, N. Y. Leurel-in-the-Pines, Lakewood, N. J. 


NEW YORK OFFICE: PARK CENTRAL HOTEL—SUITE 324—Cincis 7-8000 
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ROLLATOR AUTOBUILT 


WHIRLATOR 
OIL BURNER REFRIGERATION WASHER 


ASK ABOUT THE 
10-YEAR WARRANTY 
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CONCENTRATOR - 
RANGES IRONER 


European Radio Co. 


1932 AMSTERDAM AVE. 158 AVENUE A 282 LIVINGSTON AVE. 


165 DYCKMAN ST. NEW YORK 2078 - 86th STRRET 


New York City Brooklyn, N. Y. 


























